WEDNESDAY.  MAY  28.  1975 

WASHINGTON.  D.C. 


Volume  40  ■  Number  103 


Pages  23069-23270 

PART  I 


NOTICE  TO  AGENCIES 

In  order  to  minimize  costs  of  publishing  the  large  volume 
of  information  expected  under  the  Privacy  Act  of  1974, 
the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register  will  accept  magnetic 
tape  or  word  processing  equipment  input  by  prior  arrange¬ 
ment  only.  Call  the  Federal  Register  Privacy  Act  coordi¬ 
nator  on  523-5240. 


HIGHLIGHTS  OF  THIS  ISSUE 

This  listing  does  not  affect  the  legal  status 
of  any  document  published  in  this  issue.  Detailed 
table  of  contents  appears  inside. 

PASSENGER  CAR  TIRES— DOT/ NHTSA  requires  manufac-  . 


turersto  provide  grading  information  in  certain  perform¬ 
ance  areas .  23073 

FOOD  ADVERTISING — FTC  proposes  to  eliminate  decep¬ 
tion  and  unfairness  of  certain  misleading  nutritional 
claims;  comments  by  7-28-75 .  23086 

MAJOR  NOISE  SOURCES — EPA  identifies  certain  prod¬ 
ucts  . 23105 

CANCER  RESEARCH  EMPHASIS  GRANTS— HEW/N I H 
announcement  to  support  certain  independently  de¬ 
signed  research  projects .  23101 

NEW  ANIMAL  DRUGS— 

HEW/FDA  approves  use  of  tylosin  premix  in  swine 

feed;  effective  5-28-75 . 23070 

HEW/FDA  approves  use  of  thiabendazole  with  trichlor- 
fon  for  treating  worms  in  horses;  effective  5-28-75..  23071 


TACHOGRAPHS-^DOT/FHA  advanced  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  regarding  mandatory  installation  on  buses; 
comments  by  9-2-75 . . . . .  23084 


(Continued  inside) 


PART  11: 

FOOD  FOR  SPECIAL  DIETARY  USES— HEW/FDA 
proposes  identity  standards;  comments  by 
7-14-75  . . . . . . .  23243 

PART  III: 

FEDERAL  DISASTER  ASSISTANCE— HUD/FDAA 
issues  final  regulations  to  implement  Disaster 
Relief  Act  of  1974;  effective  5-28-75 _  23251 


HIGML1GHTS— Continued 


MEETINQ&— 

CPSC:  Vokiutary  Standards  for  Flame-Flrsd  Appliances, 

6-S-75  . . . - . . . . 

DOD/AIR:  Scientific  Advisory  Board  (5  documents), 

6-17  through  6-20-75;  6-23  through  6-26-75 . 

HEW/NiH:  National  Advisory  Allergy  and  Infectious  Dis¬ 
eases  Council.  6-18-75 _ _ _ _ _ _ 

INTERIOR/NPS:  National  Capital  Memorial  Advisory 

Committee.  6-18-75 . . . . . 

SBA:  Coocord  District  Advisory  Council,  6-11-75 . 


STATE:  Shipping  Coordinating  Committee  (2  docu¬ 
ments),  ^18  and  6-19-75 . . . . 

USDA/FS:  Cascade  Head  Science-Research  Area  Ad¬ 
visory  Councii,  6-27  and  6-28-75 . 

NATIONAL  FOUNDATION  ON  THE  ARTS  AND  THE  HU¬ 
MANITIES:  Music  Advisory  Panel,  5-29  and  5-^30- 


CANCELLED  MEETINGS— 

STATE:  Private  International  Law  Advisory  Committee, 
6-4-75  . . . . . 


ATTENTION:  Questions,  corrections,  or  requests  for  information  regarding  the  contents  of  this  issue  only  may 
be  made  by  dialing  202-523-5282.  For  information  on  obtaining  extra  copies,  please  call  202-523-5240. 

To  obtain  advance  information  from  recorded  highlights  of  selected  documents  to  appear  in  the  next  issue, 
dial  202-523-5022. 


PubUBbed  (UUy,  Mociday  through  Friday  (no  publication  on  Saturdays,  Sundays,  or  on  official  Federal 
holidays),  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and  Records  Servloe.  General  Services 
AdnUnlstratlon,  Washington,  DO.  30408,  under  the  Pednal  Register  Aot  (49  Stat.  600,  as  amended;  44  T7JB.O., 
Ch.  16)  and  the  regulations  of  the  Administrative  Committee  of  the  Federal  Register  (1  CFR  Ch.  I) .  Distribution 
Is  made  only  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  UJB.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402. 


The  Federal  Rbgistb  provides  a  unlfmin  system  for  making  available  to  the  public  regulations  and  legal  notices  Issued 
by  Federal  agencies.  These  Include  Presidential  proclamations  and  Executive  orders  and  Federal  agency  documents  having 
general  i^ipllcablllty  and  legal  effect,  documents  required  to  be  published  by  Act  of  Congress  and  other  Federal  agency 
documents  of  public  Interest. 

The  Federal  Register  will  be  furnished  by  mall  to  subscribers,  free  of  postage,  for  $5.00  per  month  or  $46  per  year,  payable 
In  advance.  The  charge  for  Individual  copies  Is  76  cents  for  each  Issue,  or  75  cents  for  each  group  of  pages  as  actually  bound. 
Remit  check  or  money  order,  made  payable  to  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  UJ3.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington. 
DO.  30402. 

Thais  SIS  no  restrlctloos  on  the  repubUoatton  of  material  appearing  In  the  Fedbal  Register. 


FEOEtAL  KEGISTEt,  VOL  40,  NO.  103 — WEDNESDAY,  MAY  28,  1975 


Jm  I|K,_ 


AGENCY  FOR  INTERNATIONAL 
DEVELOPMENT 
Notices 

Authority  delegations:' 

IkCission  Director,  Khmer  Re¬ 


public  _  23092 

Mission  Director,  Vietnam -  23092 


AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING  SERVICE 
Proposed  Rules 

Expenses  and  rate  of  assessment: 

Potato  Research  and  Promotion 
Plan  _ _ _ _  23084 

AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service;  Forest  Service;  Rural 
Electrification  Administration; 

‘  Soil  Conservation  Service. 

AIR  FORCE  DEPARTMENT 
Notices  • 

Meetings: 

Scientific  Advisory  Board  (5 
documents) _  23092,  23093 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 
Rules 

Foreign  aircraft  within  the  United 
States: 

Commercial  air  operation  per¬ 
mits  . 23070 

Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

•  PGH  Financial  Corp.,  et  al _ 23102 

New  York-Rio-Johannesburg 
case  _ 23102 


CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY 
COMMISSION 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Flame-Fired  Appliances  Volxm- 
tary  Standards _ 23102 

DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 
See  Air  FY)rce  Department. 

DRUG  ENFORCEMENT  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Schedule  of  controlled  substances: 

Chloral;  exemption _  23071 

Notices 

Applications,  etc.;  importation 
and  manufacture  of  con¬ 
trolled  substances: 

Regis  Chemical  Co _  23093 

EDUCATION  OFFICE 
Proposed  Rules 

Education  of  handicapped  chil¬ 
dren;  financial  assistance  to 
Jurisdictions  of  Puerto  Rico, 
Guam,  American  Samoa,  Vir¬ 
gin  Islands  and  Trust  Tenitory 
of  Pacific  Islands;  correction—  23084 


contents 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 
Rules 

Pesticide  chemicals  in  or  on  raw 
agricultural  commodities;  tol¬ 
erances  and  exemptions,  etc.: 

Methoprene _  23073 

Proposed  Rules 

Elnforcement  authority;  State  and 
Federal  enforcement  of  imple¬ 
mentation  plan  requirements 
after  statutory  deadline;  cor¬ 
rection  _  23086 

Water  pollution;  effluent  guide¬ 
lines  for  certain  point  source 
category; 

Sugar  processing;  extension  of 


comment  period _  23086 

Notices 

Air  pollution;  motor  vehicles: 

Waiver  of  Federal  preemption; 

Calif . . 23102 

Noise  etnissions  standards: 

Identification  of  major  sources.  23105 
Pesticide  registration; 

Applications  (2  documents) _ 23113, 

23114 

Water  pollution;  control  of  dis¬ 
charge  of  pollutants: 

Mimiclpal  waste  treatment 

grants _ 23167 

Texas,  hearing _ 23105 


FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Airworthiness  directive: 


Sikorsky _  23069 

Proposed  Rules 

Transition  area _  23084 


FEDERAL  CONTRACT  COMPLIANCE 
OFFICE 

Notices 

Nondiscrimination : 

Affected  class  and  back  pay 
guidelines;  extension  of  com¬ 
ment  period _ 23127 

FEDERAL  DISASTER  ASSISTANCE 
ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Disaster  Relief  Act  of  1974;  stand¬ 
ards  and  procedures _  23251 

FEDERAL  HIGHWAY  ADMINISTRATION 


Proposed  Rules 

Motor  carrier  safety  provisions : 
Installation  of  tachographs  in 
buses _  23084 

FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD 
Rules 

Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  System: 

Liquidity  _  23069 

Notice 

Federal  savings  and  loan  associa¬ 
tions;  branching  In  Hamilton 
county,  Ohio _ 23115 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

Notice 

Agreements  filed,  etc.: 

Puerto  Rico  Maritime  Shipping 
Authority _ 23115 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Alabama  Power  Co _ 23116 

Central  Telephone  and  Utilities 

Corp.  (2  documents) _ 23116 

Central  Vermont  Public  Service 

Corp  - 23117 

Cleveland  Electric  Illuminating 

Co - 23117 

Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Co _ 23117 

Columbia  Gas  Transmission 

Corp  - 23117 

Columbia  Gulf  Transmission 

Co _ 23118 

Cornelius,  W.  E _ 23118 

Delmarva  Power  and  Light  Co__  23118 

Iowa  Power  and  Light  Co _ 23118 

Lake  Superior  District  Power 

Co _ 23118 

Northwest  Pipeline  Corp - 23119 

Ohio  Power  Co _ 23119 

Public  Service  Company  of  New 

Hampshire _ 23119 

Texas  Eastern  Transmission 

Corp  _ 23119 

United  CJas  Pipe  Line  Co - 23120 

Vermont  Electric  Power  Co.,  Inc. 

<2  documents) - 23120 


FEDERAL  RAILROAD  ADMINISTRATION 
Proposed  Rules 

Signal  systems;  commuter  rail¬ 
roads  and  rapid  transit  lines; 

standards;  correction -  23085 

Notices 

Petitions  for  exemption,  etc.: 

St.  Johnsbury  b  Lamoille 
County  Railroad _ 23102 

FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

Proposed  Rules 

Trade  Regulation  Rule: 

Food  advertising _  23086 

Proprietary  vocational  and 
home  study  schools;  correc¬ 
tion  _  23091 

FISH  AND  WILDLIFE  SERVICE 
Notices 

Endangered  species  permits;  ap¬ 
plications  (4  documents).  23093-23097 


Marine  mammal  applications: 

Siniff,  Donald  B.,  et  al _  23097 

FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Animal  dnigs: 

Thiabendazole- trichlorf  on _  23071 

Tylosln . .  23070 

Food  additives: 

Methoprene  _  23071 

Proposed  Rules 
Food  labeling: 

Food  for  special  dietary  uses...  23243 


ROEKAL  lEGISTER,  VOL  40,  Na  103— WEDNESDAY,  MAY  28,  1975 


m 


CONTENTS 


FOREST  SERVICE 
Notices 

Environmental  statements: 

Cleveland  National  Forest,  Palo- 

mar  Mountain  Unit _ 23100 

Mt.  Baker-Snoqualmle  and 
Wenatchee  National  Forests.  23099 
Six  Rivers  National  Forest, 
Eightmile-BIue  Creek  Units..  23099 
Weyerhaeusw  Co.  and  Gifford 


Pinchot  National  Forest - 23100 

Meetings: 

Cascade  Head  Scenic-Research 

Area  Advisory  Coimcil _  23099 

Nebraska  National  Forest  Live¬ 
stock  Advisory  Board;  correc¬ 
tion  _  23100 

GENERAL  ACCOUNTING  OmCE 
Notices 

Regulatory  reports  review: 

Proposals  approvals,  etc - 23121 


HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Education  0£Bce;  Food 
and  Drug  Administration;  Na¬ 
tional  Institutes  of  Health. 

HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT 

See  Federal  Disaster  Assistance 
Administration. 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service;  Na¬ 
tional  Park  Service. 

INTERNATIONAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 


Notices 

Import  investigations: 

Primary  lead  metal  from  Aus¬ 
tralia  and  Canada - 23121 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Abandonment  of  service: 

Burlington  Northern  Inc - 23128 

Chicago  &  North  Western 

Transportation  Co _ 23129 

Cincinnati,  New  Orleans-Texas 

Pacific  Railway  Co - 23129 

Southern  Pacific  Transporta¬ 
tion  Co.  (2  documents) _ 23130 

Construction  and  operation: 

Oregon-Washin^n  Railroad 

Co _ 23129 

Hearing  assignments _ 23128 

Motor  carriers: 

Irregular  route  property  car¬ 
riers;  gateway  elimination _ 23130 

Temporary  authority  applica¬ 
tions  (2  documents)..  23142,  23145 

Transfer  proceedings _ 23141 

Passmger  train  operation: 

Southern  Pacific  Transporta¬ 
tion  Co _ 23130 


Reporting  of  certain  events  and 
.  transactions;  extension  of  com¬ 
ment  period _ 23130 

JUSTICE  DEPARTMENT 
See  Drug  Enforcement  Adminis¬ 
tration. 

LABOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Federal  Contract  Ccmi- 
pliance  Office;  Occupational 
Safety  and  HealtJi  Administra¬ 


tion. 

Notices 

Adjustment  assistance: 

Allen  Quimby  Veneer  Co - 23127 

Rohr  Industries,  Inc _ 23128 

MANAGEMENT  AND  BUDGET  OFFICE 
Notices 

Clearance  of  reports;  list  of  re¬ 
quests  _  23124 


NATIONAL  FOUNDATION  ON  THE  ARTS 
AND  THE  HUMANITIES 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Music  Advisory  Pan^ _  23121 

NATIONAL  HIGHWAY  TRAFFIC  SAFETY 
ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Consumer  information  regulations: 


Uniform  tire  quality  grading 

standards _  23073 

Proposed  Rules 

Motor  vehicle  safety  standards: 

School  buses;  emergency  exits 
and  rollover  protection;  com¬ 
ment  period  reopened -  23086 

NATIONAL  INSTITUTES  OF  HEALTH 
Notices 

Cancer  Research  Emphasis 
Grants;  program  announce¬ 
ment  _  23101 

Committees;  establishment,  re¬ 
newals,  etc.: 

Experimental  Virology  Study 

Section  et  al _ 23101 

Meetings: 

Allergy  and  Infectious  Diseases, 
National  Advisory  Coimcll _ 23102 


NATIONAL  PARK  SERVICE 

Notices 

Meetings: 

National  Capital  Memorial  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee _  23099 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Applications,  etc.: 

Allied-General  Nuclear  Services, 
et  al _ _ 23121 


Connecticut  Yankee  Atomic 

Power  Co _ 23122 

Detroit  Edison  Co _ 23122 

General  Electric  Technical  Co _ 23123 

Illinois  Power  Co _ 23123 

Westinghouse  Electric  Co _ 23124 

Regulatory  guides;  Issuance  and 
availability _ 23123 


OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY  AND  HEALTH 
ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Construction;  safety  and  health 
regulations: 

Air  contaminant  standards;  re¬ 
codification  _  23072 

RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION 
ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Environmental  statements: 

Dalryland  Power  Cooperative, 

Wls  _ 23100 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 


Notices 

Meetings: 

Concord  District  Advisory  Coun- 

cU _ 23125 

Authority  delegations: 

Director,  Office  of  Audits  and 

Investigations _ 23125 

Deputy  Associate  Administrator 
for  Investment _ 23125 


SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 
Notices 

Environmental  statements  on 
watershed  projects,  etc.: 

Long  Creek,  Miss _ 23100 

STATE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Agency  for  International  De¬ 
velopment. 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Private  International  Law  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  on;  cancel¬ 


lation  _ _  23092 

Shipping  Coordinating  Commit¬ 
tee  (2  dociiments) _  23092 


TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Federal  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istration;  Federal  Highway  Ad¬ 
ministration;  Federal  Railroad 
Administration;  National  High¬ 
way  Traffic  Safety  Administra¬ 
tion. 

UNITED  STATES  RAILWAY  ASSOCIATION 

Notices 

Abandonment  of  service: 

Penn  Central  Transportation 
Co.  6  documents) _  23125-23127 


tv 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  40.  NO.  103— WEDNESDAY,  MAY  28,  1975 


CONTENTS 


list  of  cfr  ports  affected 


The  following  numerical  guide  is  a  list  of  the  parts  of  each  title  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  affected  by  documents  published  in  today's 
Issue.  A  cumulative  list  of  parts  affected,  covering  the  current  month  to  date,  follows  beginning  with  the  second  Issue  of  the  month. 

A  cumulative  guide  is  published  separately  at  the  end  of  each  month.  The  guide  lists  the  parts  and  sections  affected  by  documents  published 
since  January  1,  1974,  and  specifies  how  they  are  affected. 


7  CFR 


21  CFR 


Proposed  Rules: 

1207 . 

12  CFR 

523 _ _ _ 


510. 
23084  520. 

558. 
561- 
23069  1308 


14  CFR 

39 . . 

375 _ 

Proposed  Rules: 

71 . . 


23069 

23070 


Proposed  Rules: 

80 . 

125 . 


23084 


24  CFR 

2205—. 


16  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 


29  CFR 


437  _ 23086  1910 

438  . 23091  1926. 


40  CFR 

„  23070 

180 . - . 

.  23073 

—  23071 

—  23070 

—  23071 

—  23071 

Proposed  Rules: 

65 . . 

409- . 

. 23086 

.  23086 

45  CFR 

—  23244 

Proposed  Rules: 

—  23244 

121a . . 

.  23084 

49  CFR 

-  23252 

9307.3 

Proposed  Rui^: 

CH.  n. . 

.  23085 

..  23072 

393 _ 

23084 

23072 

571 . 

_  23086 

FEDEIAL  IMISTEI.  VOL  40,  NO.  103— WEDNESDAY,  MAY  2S,  1975 


V 


CUMULATIVE  UST  OF  PARTS  AFFECTED— MAY 


The  following  numerical  guide  is  a  list  of  parts  of  each  title  of  the  Co<)e  of 
Federal  Regulations  affect^  by  documents  published  to  date  during  May. 


3  CFR 


7  CFR — Continued 


9  CFR — Continued 


PROCLiJCAnONS: 


3279  (Amended  by  Proc.  4370) -  19421 

4370  _  19421 

4371  _ 19419 

4372  _ 20255 

4373  _ ^^20257 

4374  _ 20791 

4375  _  22529 

Execxjtite  Orders: 

7522  (See  FLO  5497) _ 18997 

11768  (Superseded  by  EO  11861)—  22531 

11803  (Amended  by  EO  11857) _ 20261 

11814  (Amended  by  EO  11855).—.  19423 

11837  (See  EO  11857) _ 20261 

11842  (See  EO  11857) _ 20261 

11855  _  19423 

11856  _ 20259 

11857  _  20261 

11858  _  20263 

11859  _ 20265 

11860  _ 22121 

11861 _  22531 


909  _ 20611 

910  _  19200,  20267.  21469,  22534 

916  . 20063,  21693 

917  _  19633,  20064,  21694,  22534 

918  _  19828 

944 _ 20065,  21468 

984 _ 22266 

993 _ 22824 

1001  _  19829 

1002  _  19829 

1004 _ 19829 

1007 _ 21469 

1011 _  19634,  21469 

1015 _ 19829 

1036 _ 19829 

1040 _  19829 

1421— _ _  22535 

1427 _ 21469 

1488 _  19439 

1813 _ 21696 

1822 _  21024 

1842 _  21700,  28536,  22824 


Proposed  Rules: 


PREStDEHTIAL  DOCUMENTS  OTHER 

Than  Proclamations  and  Execu- 
TiTX  Orders 

Memorandum  of  April  24,  1975  (2 

documents) _  20605,  20607 

Memorandum  of  April  25, 1975 _  20609 

Memorandum  of  May  9,  1975 -  21927 

4  CFR 

400 
411 

Proposed  Rules: 


412 _ _ _  19486 

5  CFR 

9 _ 20259 

213 _  19429,  19799,  21927,  22533 


Proposed  Rules: 

293. 

297. 

2411 
2413 

7  CFR 


52 _ 19429 

55  _ 20055 

56  _ 20055 

59 _  20057,  20941 

68 _ 21467 

70 _ 20060 

102 _ 19011 

225 _ 20611 

301 . .  19430,  21023,  21693 

354 _ _  19633, 19828 

401 -  22823 

621  _ 1 _  20941 

622  _  20941 

730  _ 20060 

731  - 22533 

900 _ 20267 

905 . . .  20061,  21467 

907  _  19009,  20062,  21023,  22265 

908  . 19010, 


19438,  20063,  20611,  21023.  21468, 
21929,  21930.  22265 


22842 

22842 

21488 

21488 


19429 

19425 


29 _ 22551 

52 _ — .  19830 

271 _ 20284 

401 _ 22270 

726 _ 20095 

911 _  19479,  21033 

915  _  21033,  21980 

916  _ 22269 

917  _ 21483 

918  _ 22141 

930 _ 21483 

944 _ 21735 

953 _ 19479 

981 _ 22141 

1011 _ 20095 

1030 _  21033 

1033 _  20095 

1090 _  20095 

1098 _  22548 

1101 _ 20095 

1121 _ 20004 

1126 _ 20004 

1127.. . 20004 

1128  _  20004 

1129  _ 20004 

1130  _ 20004 

1139 _  21034 

1207 _  23084 

1408 _ 19830 

1823 _ 20284 

8  CFR 

211 . 21709 

242 _ 20816 

9  CFR 

73 _ 20612 

91 _  20941 

97 _ 20065 

112  _  20066,  20941 

113  _  20066,  20941 

Proposed  Rules: 

92 _ 19480 


Proposed  Rules — Cimtlnued 


112 -  22841 

303 -  21982 

331 - 22269 

381— . . 21982,  22269 


10  CFR 

0 _ _ _ 

210 _ 

211 . 

213 . . 

50 . 

303 _ 

305 . . 

307 _ 

Rulings: 

1975-4- . 

1975-5. . 

Proposed  Rules: 

2 _ 

21 _ 

31 _ _ 

35 . . 

40 _ 

205 _ 

211 _ 

212 _ 


_ 20268 

_  22123 

_  20941 

19799,  21930 

_  19439 

_  20465 

_  20486 

_ 20489 


19635 

19800 


_ 20110 

_ 20110 

.  20110 

_ 20110 

_ 20110 

_  20956 

_  19660,  22146 

19219,  19659,  20654 


12  CFR 

7 _ 

9—. . 

207  . — 

208  _ 

220 _ 

221 _ 

226. . 

523 _ 

541 _ 

544  _ 

545  . . 

552 _ 

563 _ 

563b _ 

Proposed  Rules: 

202 _ 

226 . 

228 _ 


_  21700 

_  20612 

_ 19636 

_  21931 

_  19636 

_ 19636 

. 21470 

19193,  21025,  23069 

_  20944 

_  20944 

20942,  20944,  21025 

_  20945 

_ 21025,  22824 

_  19801 


20827 

19489 

19495 


13  CFR 

121 _ 

306 _ 

311.. . . 

313 _ 

Proposed  Rules: 

121 _ 

122 . 

123 _ 


_  20951 

_  19443 

_  22536 
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19021 

19022 
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37 . . . . .  19636 

39 _  19193 
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20816,  20817,  20951,  21026,  21471, 
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71 . . .  18977, 
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22126,  22127,  22249,  22250,  22539 

73 . . .  18978 

95 _ 22238 
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97 . .  18978,  20069, 21026,  22827 

121 . 19638 

■  136 . 21704 

223 _ 18979 

287  _  19639 

288  . .  19639, 20612 

375 _  23070 

389 . . _  19809,  20613 

Proposed  Rules: 

Ch.  I _  20289 

1 _ _ _ _  21866,  22110 

21 _ 22271 

23 _  21866,  22110,  22554,  23048 

25 .  21485,  22110,  22554,  23048 

27 _  21866,  22110,  22554,  23048 

29 . -  21866,  22110,  22554,  23048 

33 _ 21866 

36 _ - _ 21866 

39 . .  20289,  22271,  22554 

43 . 22110 

71 _ 19019- 


19020  19484  19485,  19834,  20107, 
20290-20293,  20640,  20825,  20955, 
20956,  21484,  21485,  21740,  22272, 
22556, 22557, 23084 


73 _ 20825 

75 .  19834,  21986,  22553 

91 _  22110,  22554,  23048 

93_ .  20826,  21740 

121 . . 21485,  23048 
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RuIm  Going  Into  Effect  Today 


HEW/FDA — Color  additives;  D&C  Green 
No.  6 . . 18167;  4-25-75 


Next  Week's  Deadlines  for  Comments 
On  Proposed  Rules 


AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service — 

Almonds  grown  in  California;  crediting 
for  paid  advertising,  reserve  mat¬ 
ters.  and  reporting  requirements; 
comments  by  5-5-75 .  22141; 

5-21-75 

Fresh  pears,  plums,  and  peaches 
grown  in  California;  container  and 
pack  regulations;  comments  by 

6-2-75 . 21483;  5-15-75 

Animal  and  Plant  Health  inspection 
Service — 

Designated  Canadian  border  ports  for 
importation  of  animals;  deletion 
from  list;  comments  by  5-3-75. 

19480;  5-5-75 
CIVIL  RIGHTS  COMMISSION 

Attendance  of  news  media  at  public 
sessions;  comments  by  5-5-75. 

19656;  5-6-75 
COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric  Ad¬ 
ministration — 

Atlantic  Bluefin  tuna;  threatened 
species — fish;  comments  by 

6-2-75 .  14777;  4-2-75 

Patent  and  Trademark  Office — 

issue  fees;  procedures  for  delayed 
payments;  comments  by  6  -4-75. 

13221;  3-25-75 
COST  ACCOUNTING  STANOARDS  BOARD 
Disclosure  statement;  basic  require¬ 
ments;  comments  by  6-6-75. 

14942;  4-3-75 

DEFENSE  DEPA.RTMENT 
Corps  of  Eng;ineers — 

Disposal  of  dredged  material;  com¬ 
ments  by  6-6-75..  19766;  5-6-75 
Uniform  relocation  assistance  and 
real  property  acquisition  policies; 
comments  by  5-2-75 .  16850; 

4-15-75 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 
Air  quality  implementation  plan:  Missis¬ 
sippi;  oonKwents  by  6-5-75. 

19656;  5-5-75 
Guidelines  for  disposal  of  dredged  ma¬ 
terial;  comments  by  6-6-75. 

19794;  5-5-75 
Kansas;  approval  and  disapproval  of 
compliance  schedules;  comments  by 

6-16-75 . 21046;  5-15-75 

State  implementation  plans,  Indiana; 
approval  and  promulgation;  com¬ 
ments  by  6-2-75  ...  19210;  5-2-75 


Sulfur  oxide  emissions.  New  Mexico; 
control;  approval  and  promulgation  of 
implementation  plans;  comments  by 

6-2-75 .  19211;  5-2-75 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

Broadcast  Station  License  Renewal  Ap¬ 
plication  Form;  revision;  comments 

by  6-3-75 . 16969;  4-15-75 

Cable  television  systems:  network  pro¬ 
gram  exclusivity  protection;  com¬ 
ments  by  5-3-75....  20653;  5-12-75 
FEDERAL  LABOR  RELATIONS  COUNCIL 
Review  functions  of  the  council  and  cri¬ 
teria  for  determining  compelling  need 
for  agency  policies  and  regulations; 
comments  by  6-6-75 .  21488; 

5-16-75 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

Interest  on  deposits;  withdrawal  from 
savings  deposits;  comments  by 

6-6-75 .  16685;  4-14-75 

FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

Discovery  and  compulsory  process  in 
adjudicative  proceedings;  rules  of 
practice  and  procedures;  comments 
by  6-4-75 . 20110;  5-8-75; 

21047;  5-15-75 

HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 
Education  Office — 

Federally  assisted  education  pro¬ 
grams;  State  application  proce¬ 
dures;  comments  by  6-2-75. 

19204;  5-2-75 
Guaranteed  student  loan  program; 
comments  by  6-12-75....  20824; 

5-13-75 

Food  and  Drug  Administration — 

Labeling  for  prescription  drugs  used 
in  man;  format  for  prescription 
drug  advertisements;  comments  by 

5- 5-75 . - . .  15392;  4-7-75 

Office  of  Child  Support  Enforcement — 

State  plan  provisions  and  standards 
for  an  effective  program;  com¬ 
ments  by  6-2-75..  20101;  5-B-75 
Grants  to  States  for  the  Child  Sup¬ 
port  Enforcement  Program  State 
plan  provisions;  comments  by 

6- 2-75 . 20096;  5-8-75 

Public  Health  Service — 

Advisory  group  regulations;  comments 

by  6-5-75 .  19762;  5-5-75 

D.C.  Medical  and  dental  schools; 
assistance  grants;  comments  by 

5-4-75 . 19482;  5-5-75 

National  Heart  and  Lung  Institute; 
grants  for  prevention  and  control 
projects;  comments  by  6-2-75. 

19014;  5-1-75 
New  nurse  training  programs;  start-up 
grants;  comments  by  6-2-75. 

19017;  5-1-75 


Social  and  Rehabilitation  Service — 

New  requirements  for  aid  to  families 
with  dependent  children;  com¬ 
ments  by  6-2-75..  19207;  5-2-75 

INTERIOR  DEPARIMENT 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service — 

Hunting  of  migratory  game  birds; 
Barnegat  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
N.J.;  comments  by  6-5-75. 

19651;  5-5-75 
Migratory  birds;  conmients  by  6-7-75. 

20090;  5-8-75 
Migratory  bird  hunting  stamp  contest; 
procedures;  comments  by  5-1-75. 

19013;  5-1-75 

National  Park  Service — 

Fishing:  Rocky  Mountain  National 
Park,  Colo.;  comments  by  6-11-75. 

20640;  5-12-75 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION 

Motor  common  carriers  of  household 
goods;  limitations  of  liability. 

17044;  4-16-75 

LABOR  DEPARTMENT 

Manpower  Administration — 

Unemployment  compensation;  appeal 
promptness;  comments  by  6-^75. 

19481;  5-5-75 

POSTAL  SERVICE 

Bulk  second  and  third  class  mail;  sack 
labels;  name  and  date  requirements; 
comments  by  6-2-75. 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

Variable  life  insurance  exemptive  rules; 
comments  by  6-2-75 . .  18005; 

4- n24-75 

TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 

Coast  Guard — 

Construction  and  equipment  of  tank 
vessels;  comments  by  6-5-75. 

17592;  4-21-75 
Peace  River,  Florida;  drawbridge  op¬ 
eration  regulations;  comments  by 
6-3-75 .  18794;  4-30-75 

Federal  Aviation  Administration — 
Agricultural  Aircraft  Operations;  oper¬ 
ator  certificates;  comments  by 

6-2-75 .  8831;  3-3-75 

Airworthiness  review  progam;  notice 
2;  comments  by  5-^75. 

10802;  4-14-75 
Federal  airway  floors;  alteration;  com¬ 
ments  by  6-3-75 .  20956; 

5- 14-75 

Transition  areas;  alteration;  com¬ 
ments  by  6-2-75..  19019,  19020; 

5-1-75 

Federal  Railroad  Administration — 
Protection  of  railroad  maintenance-of- 
way-and-structure  employees;  com¬ 
ments  by  6-1-75 .  17265; 

4-14-75 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Admin¬ 
istration — 

Manufacture  of  motor  vehicles; 
used  components;  comments  by 

6-2-75 . .  19485;  5-5-75 
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TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

Alcohol,  Tobacco,  and  Firearms  Bu¬ 
reau — 

Firearms,  ammunition,  and  explo¬ 
sives;  commerce  in;  comments  by 
6-4-75 . 21962;  5-20-75 


Next  Week’s  Meetings 


AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service — 

Milk  in  Chicago  Regional  Marketing 
Area;  to  be  held  at  Madison,  Wis¬ 
consin  on  6-3—75 . 21033; 

5-15-75 

Cooperative  State  Research  Service — 
Cooperative  Forestry  Research  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee;  to  be  held  at 
Olympia,  W2Khington  (open);  6-2 
through  6-4-75...  19509;  5-5-75. 

22158;  5-21-75 

Forest  Service — 

Winema  National  Forest  Grazing  Ad¬ 
visory  Board;  to  be  held  in  Klamath 
Falls,  Oregon  (open)  6-3-75. 

20118;  5-8-75 

Office  of  Equal  Opportunity — 

Citizens  Advisory  Committee  on  Civil 
Rights;  to  be  held  in  Atlanta,  Ga. 
(open)  6-3,  6—4,  and  6-5-75. 

15418;  4-7-75 
ADMINISTRATIVE  CONFERENCE  OF  THE 
UNITED  STATES 

Committee  on  Rulemaking;  to  be  held 
in  Wash.,  D.C.  (open  with  restrictions) 
6-5-75. 

Efficiency,  adequacy,  and  fairness  of  the 
administrative  agencies  in  carrying 
out  programs;  to  be  held  in  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  (open)  6-5  and  6-6-75. 

22163;  5-21-75 
ADVISORY  COUNCIL  ON  HISTORIC  PRES¬ 
ERVATION 

Advisory  Council  on  Historic  Preserva¬ 
tion;  to  be  held  in  Chitna,  Alaska 
(open,  with  restrictions)  6-3-75. 

19674;  5-6-75 

Advisory  Council  on  Historic  Preserva¬ 
tion;  to  be  held  in  Cordova,  Alaska 
(open,  with  restrictions)  6—4-75. 

19674;  5-6-75 
AMERICAN  REVOLUTION  BICENTENNIAL 
ADMINISTRATION 

American  Revolution  Bicentennial  Coun¬ 
cil;  to  be  held  in  Washington,  D.C. 
(open  with  restrictions)  6-2-75. 

20124;  5-8-75 
CIVIL  RIGHTS  COMMISSION 

Maine  State  Advisory  Committee;  to  be 
held  in  Augusta,  Maine  (open) 
6-4-75 . 17778;  4-22-75 

Pennsylvania  State  Advisory  Committee; 
to  be  held  at  Harrisburg,  Pennsylvania 

(open)  6-6-75 .  20663;  5-12-75 

COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

Domestic  and  International  Business 
Administration — 

Computer  Peripherals,  Components 
and  Related  Test  Equipment  Tech¬ 
nical  Advisory  Committee,  to  be 
held  at  Washington,  D.C.  (par¬ 
tially  closed)  6-5-75 . 18199; 

4-25-75 


National  Bureau  of  Standards — 

Federal  Information  Processing  Stand¬ 
ards  Coordinating  And  Advisory 
Committee;  to  be  held  at  Gaithers¬ 
burg,  Maryland  (open),  6-4—75. 

17866;  4-23-75 
National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration — 

Marine  Petroleum  and  Minerals  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee;  Working  Group 
on  Impacts  of  Offshore  Oil  and  Gas 
Development;  to  be  held  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  (open)  6-4-75. 

19225;  5-2-75 
DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 
Navy  Department — 

Chief  of  Naval  Operations  Executive 
Panel  Advisory  Committee;  to  be 
held  at  the  Pentagon,  Washington, 
D.C.  (closed)  6-5  and  6-6-75. 

22008;  5-20-75 
Office  of  the  Secretary — 

Acquisition  Advisory  Group,  Advisory 
Committee;  to  be  held  at  Arlington, 
Va.  (closed)  6-3-75 .  21499; 

5-16-75 

Defense  Science  Board  Task  Force  on 
"Federal  Contract  Research  Center 
Utilization”;  to  be  held  in  Arling¬ 
ton,  Virginia  (closed)  6-3-75. 

19663;  5-6-75 
Defense  Science  Board  Task  Force  on 
"Federal  Contract  Research  Center 
Utilization";  to  be  held  in  Bedford, 
Mass,  (closed)  6-5-75  .  ..  19663; 

5-6-75 

Defense  Science  Board  Task  Force  on 
"Federal  Contract  Research  Center 
Utilization”;  to  be  held  in  Falls 
Church,  Virginia  (closed)  6—4—75. 

19663;  5-6-75 
Defense  Science  Board  Task  Force  on 
"Federal  Contract  Research  Center 
Utilization”;  to  be  held  in  Lexing¬ 
ton,  Mass,  (closed)  6-6-75. 

19663;  5-6-75 
Defense  Science  Board  Task  Force  on 
"Federal  Contract  Research  Center 
Utilization”;  to  be  held  in  Silver 
Spring,  Md.  (closed)  6—4—75. 

19663;  5-6-75 
Defense  Science  Board  Task  Force  on 
"Federal  Contract  Research  Center 
Utilization”;  to  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  (open)  6-2-75.. 19663; 

5-6-75 

Wage  Committee;  to  be  held  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  (closed)  6-3-75. 

20655;  5-12-75 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

Radio  Special  Commission  for  Aeronau¬ 
tics  Special  Committee  128 — Mini¬ 
mum  Performance  Standards  for  Air¬ 
borne  Ground  Proximity  Warning 
System;  to  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C.  (open,  with  restrictions)  6-3 

through  6-4-75 .  19682;  5-6-75 

HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

Center  for  Disease  Control — 

Medical  Laboratory  Services  Advisory 
Committee;  to  be  held  at  Atlanta, 
Ga.  (open)  6-2  and  6-3-75. 

21507;  5-16-75 


Food  and  Drug  Administration — 

Meeting  on  retortabie  laminated 
pouches;  to  be  held  in  Wash.  D.C. 

(open)  6-6-75 . 22017;  5-20-75 

'  Health  Resources  Administration — 

National  Advisory  Council  on  Nurse 
Training;  to  be  held  in  Bethesda, 
Md.  (open  arwl  closed)  6-2  through 

'  6-5-75 . 19673;  5-6-75 

National  Advisory  Council  on  Health 
Professions  Education;  to  be  held 
in  Bethesda,  Maryland  (open  and 
closed)  6-2  throu^  6-6-75. 

19673;  5-6-75 

National  Institute  of  Education — 
Nationai  Council  on  Educational  Re¬ 
search;  to  be  held  in  St.  Louis, 
Missouri  (open  with  restrictions) 

6-6-75 . 41391;  11-27-74 

National  Institutes  of  Health — 

Board  of  Scientific  Counselors,  to  be 
held  in  Bethesda,  Md.  (open),  6-5 

.  and  6-6-75  ' . 17060;  4-16-75 

Board  of  Scientific  Counselors,  Na¬ 
tional  Institutes  of  Environmental 
Health  Sciences  to  be  held  in  Tri¬ 
angle  Park;  N.C.  (closed)  6-5  and 

6-6-75 . . 17060;  4-16-75 

Cardiology  Advisory  Committee;  to  be 
held  at  Bethesda,  Md.  (open)  6-5 
and  6-6-75  18831;  4-30-75 

Chemical/Biological  Information  Han¬ 
dling  Review  Committee;  to  be  held 
at  Bethesda,  Md.  (open  with  re¬ 
strictions)  6^2-75 . 18831; 

4-30-75 

National  Advisory  Neurological  and 
Communicative  Disorders  and 
Stroke  Council;  to  be  held  at  Be¬ 
thesda,  Md.  (open  and  closed) 

6-5-75 .  18830;  4-30-75 

National  Commission  on  Arthritis  and 
Related  Musculoskeletal  Diseases; 
to  be  held  at  New  Orleans,  La. 
(closed)  6-2-75....22162;  5-21-75 
Periodontal  Diseases  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee;  to  be  held  at  Bethesda,  Md. 
(open)  6-2  and  6-3-75.... 18831; 

4-30-75 

Third  World  Conference  on  Smoking 
and  Health;  to  be  held  in  New  York 
City,  New  York  6-2  through  6-5- 

75 .  13329;  3-26-75 

Social  Security  Administration — 

Supplemental  Security  Income  Study 
Group;  to  be  held  in  Baltimore,  Md. 

(open)  6-3-75  . 20337;  5-9-75 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

Bonneville  Power  Administration — 

Draft  Facility  Supplement  to  1976 
Program  Environmental  Statement; 
to  be  held  in  Medical  Lake,  Wash¬ 
ington  (open)  6-5-75 . 20115; 

5-8-75 

Draft  Facility  Supplement  to  1976 
•  Program  Environmental  Statement; 
to  be  held  in  Spokane,  Washington 

(open)  6-3-75 . 20115;  5-8-75 

Bureau  of  Land  Management — 

Boise  District  Advisory  Board;  to  be 
held  in  Boise,  Idaho  (open)  6-4— 
75 . .  20115;  5-8-75 
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Salmon  District  Multiple  use  Advisory 
Board  to  be  held  in  Salmon,  Idaho 
(open)  6-3-75  21056;  5-15-75 
Bureau  of  Reclamation — 

Savage  Rapids  Dam;  to  be  held  at 
Grants  Pass.  Oregon  (open)  6-3- 

75 . 18815;  4-30-75 

(Geological  Survey — 

Earthquake  Studies  Advisory  Panel;  te 
be  held  in  Golden,  Colo,  (open) 
6-4  and  6-5-75  20967;  5-14-75 

NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND  SPACE 
ADMINISTRATION 

NASA  Ad  Hoc  Advisory  Subcommittee 
to  Evaluate  Proposals  for  Participa¬ 
tion  in  the  Scientific  Definition  of 
Explorer-class  Payloads;  to  be  held  w 
Washington,  O.C.  (closed)  6-4,  6-5, 

and  6-6-75 . 20358;  5-9-75 

NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FfXJNDATION 
Advisory  Panel  for  Neurobiology  and  Ad¬ 
visory  Panel  for  Psychobiology;  to  be 
held  in  Washington,  D.C.  (closed)  6-5 

and  6-6-75 .  22047;  5-20-75 

Advisory  Panel  for  Systematic  Biology; 
to  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 
(closed)  6-2  and  6-3-75 . 21079; 

5-15-75 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COMMISSION 
Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor  Safe¬ 
guards'  Subcommittee  on  Clinch 
River  Breeder  Reactor,  to  be  held  in 
Washington,  D.C.  (open  and  closed) 

6-4-75 .  22024;  5-20-75 

Advisory  (k>mmittee  on  Reactor  Safe¬ 
guards’  Subcommittee  on  St.  Lucie 
Nuclear  Generating  Station,  Unit 
1;  to  be  held  in  Washington,  D.O. 
(open  and  closed)  6-4-75..22025; 

5-20-75 

STATE  DEPARTMENT 

Advisory  Committee  on  Private  Interna¬ 
tional  Law;  to  be  held  in  Baton  Rouge, 
La.  (open  with  restrictions)  6-4-75. 

22007;  5-20-75 
Study  Group  CMTT  of  the  U.S.  National 
Committee  for  the  International  Radio 
Consultative  Committee;  to  be  held 
in  Washington,  D.C.  (open  with  re¬ 
strictions)  6-3-75... .20655;  5-12-75 
TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 
Internal  Revenue  Service — 
Commissioner’s  Advisory  Group;  to 
be  held  at  Washington,  D.C.  (open 
with  restrictions),  6-4  and  6-5-75. 

20871;  5-13-75 


VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 
Veterans  Administration  Wage  Commit¬ 
tee;  to  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 
(closed)  6-5-75 . 12554;  3-19-75 


Next  Week’s  Public  Hearings 


INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

Mining  Enforcement  and  Safety  Admin¬ 
istration — 

Roll-over  protective  structures;  to  be 
held  in  Dallas,  Texas,  on  6-4  and 

ft— *^7*1  1  Q4QQ‘  (i—iw TR 

JOINT  BOARD  FOR  THE  ENROlLmENT 
OF  ACTUARIES 

Enrollment  of  actuaries,  access  to  rec¬ 
ords;  to  be  held  in  Washington,  O.C., 
on  6-2  and  6-3-75-...20326;  5-9-75 


List  of  Public  Laws 


NOTE:  No  acts  approved  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent  were  received  by  the  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register  for  inclusion  in  today's 
LIST  OF  PUBLIC  LAWS. 
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This  SAction  of  tho  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  regulatory  documents  having  general  applicability  and  legal  effect  most  of  whicfl  eae 
keyed  to  and  oodified  In  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  Is  published  under  SO  titles  pursuant  to  44  U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents.  Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  In  the  first  FEDERAL 
REGISTER  Issue  of  each  month. 


Titlg  12 — Banks  and  Banking 

CHAPTER  V--FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN 
BANK  BOARD 

SUBCHAPTER  B — FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK 
SYSTEM 

[No.  76-376J 

PART  523— MEMBERS  OF  BANKS 
Liquidity 

April  29,  1975. 

The  following  summary  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  adopted  by  this  Resolution  is  pro¬ 
vided  for  the  reader’s  convenience  and 
Is  subject  to  the  full  provisions  of  this 
Resolution,  Including  the  provisions  In 
the  preamble  thereof,  and  In  the  amended 
regulation  set  forth  below. 

l.  Existing  regulation.  Loans  of  Federal 
funds  to  an  Insured  bank  which  Is  a 
member  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System 
count  towcu'd  satisfaction  of  the  liquidity 
requirements  of  members  of  the  Federal 
Home  Loan  Bank  System. 

n.  Amended  regulation.  Authorizes 
loans  of  unsecured  day(s)  fimds  to  an 
insured  bank  to  count  toward  the  com¬ 
putation  of  the  liquidity  requirements  of 
members  of  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
System,  but  adds  the  restriction  that 
lenders  of  such  funds  must  not  be  sub¬ 
ordinated  In  their  priority  of  claims  to 
an  insured  bank’s  depositors. 

m.  Reason  for  changing  tho  regula¬ 
tion.  TO  permit  unsecured  day(s)  fund 
investments  by  members  of  the  Fed^nl 
Home  Loan  Bank  System  In  any  insured 
bank,  regardless  of  whether  it  Is  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System,  and  to 
substitute  the  more  descriptive  term  ’’un¬ 
secured  day(s)  fimds”  for  the  term  “Fed¬ 
eral  funds”  used  In  the  existing  regula¬ 
tion. 

The  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board 
considers  It  advisable  to  amend  9  523.10 
of  the  regulations  for  the  Federal  Home 
Loan  Bank  System  (12  CFR  523.10)  by 
revising  subparagraph  (g)  (4)  thereof  for 
the  purpose  of  authorizing  members  of 
the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  System  to 
Include  as  liquidity  loans  of  unsecured 
day(s)  funds  to  Insured  banks.  An  addi¬ 
tional  purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to 
require  that  claims  of  Federal  Home 
Loan  Bank  System  member  lenders  of 
such  funds  not  be  subordinated  In  prior¬ 
ity  to  claims  of  depositors  of  a  bank  to 
which  such  funds  are  loaned. 

Under  the  present  9  523.10(g)(4), 
thrift  Institutions  which  are  members  of 
the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  System 
may  mtdie  loans  of  Federal  funds  to  an 
Insured  bank  which  is  a  member  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System.  The  regulation, 
when  adopted  on  November  2,  1973,  re¬ 
stricted  such  Investments  to  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System  members  because  the  Board 


believed  that  only  such  members  coxUd 
deal  in  the  Federal  funds  market.  This 
is  not  the  case,  however,  and  the  Board 
now  believes  that  the  present  regulation 
is  a  needless  discrimination  against  non- 
Federal  Reserve  member  Insured  banks. 

Therefore,  the  Board  considers  It  ap¬ 
propriate  to  revise  9  523.10(g)  (4)  to  allow 
loans  of  unsecured  day(s)  funds  to  any 
Insured  bank  to  count  toward  satisfac¬ 
tion  of  the  liquidity  requirements  of 
members  of  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
System.  In  order  to  minimize  any  risk 
attendant  to  such  Investments,  a  new 
9  523.10(g)  (4)  (V)  Is  being  added  which 
requires  that  claims  of  Bank  System 
member  lenders  of  such  funds  not  be  sub¬ 
ordinated  In  priority  to  claims  of  deposi¬ 
tors  in  a  bank  to  which  such  funds  are 
loaned.  The  Board  also  considers  It  ap¬ 
propriate  to  substitute  the  phrase  “unse¬ 
cured  day(s)  fimds”  for  "Federal  funds” 
wherever  It  appears  in  9  523.10(g)(4). 
The  phrase  “unsecured  day(s)  funds”  Is 
defined  as  Federal  fimds  or  similar  un¬ 
secured  loans  to  Insured  banks  and  Is 
believed  to  be  more  descriptive  than 
"Federal  funds”. 

Accordingly,  the  Board  hereby  amends 
said  9  523.10(g)  (4)  to  read  as  set  forth 
below,  effective  Jime  27, 1975. 

Since  this  amendment  relieves  restric¬ 
tion,  the  Board  hereby  finds  that  notice 
and  public  procedure  with  respect  to  said 
amendment  Is  unnecessary  under  the 
provisions  of  12  C7FR  508.11  and  5  U.S.C. 
553(b). 

§  523.10  Definitions. 

•  •  •  #  • 

(g)  Prior  to  January  1, 1972,  the  term 
“liquid  assets”  means  the  total  of  cash, 
accrued  Interest  on  unpledged  assets 
which  qualify  as  liquid  assets  under  this 
paragraph,  or  would  so  qualify  except 
for  their  maturities,  and  the  book  value 
of  unpledged  assets  specified  In  subpara¬ 
graphs  (1)  through  (6)  of  this  para¬ 
graph,  vdthout  regard  to  the  proviso 
contained  in  subparagraph  (2)  of  this 
paragraph.  Beginning  on  January  1, 
1972,  the  term  “liquid  assets”  means  the 
toted  of  cash,  accrued  Interest  on  un¬ 
pledged  assets  which  qualify  as  liquid 
assets  under  this  paragraph,  or  would 
so  qualify  except  for  their  maturities, 
and  the  book  value  of  the  following  im- 
pledged  assets: 

•  •  •  •  • 

(4)  time  deposits  In  an  Insured  bank 
Including  such  time  deposits  held  sub¬ 
ject  to  a  repurchase  agreement  and 
loans  of  unsecured  day(s)  funds  (Fed¬ 
eral  fimds  or  similar  unsecured  loans  to 
insured  banks)  to  an  Insured  bank,  if: 

(1)  the  total  of  all  time  deposits.  In¬ 
cluding  loans  of  unsecured  day(s)  funds 


of  the  same  member.  In  the  same  bank 
does  not  exceed  the  greater  of  (a)  one- 
fourth  of  1  percent  of  the  total  deposits 
of  such  bank  (calculated  on  the  basis 
of  total  deposits  of  such  bank  as  shown 
by  Its  last  published  statement  of  con¬ 
dition  preceding  the  date  each  time  de¬ 
posit  Is  made  or  acquired  by  a  member) . 
or  (b)  $20,000; 

(11)  no  consideration,  other  than  dis¬ 
counting  to  a  current  market  rate  of  In¬ 
terest,  Is  received  by  the  member  from 
a  third  party  in  connection  with  the 
making  or  acquiring  of  such  deposits 
(excluding  loans  of  unsecured  day(s) 
funds)  by  the  member  and  no  considera¬ 
tion  Is  received  by  the  member  from  a 
third  party  In  connection  with  loans  of 
unsecured  day(s)  funds  by  the  member; 

(ill)  except  for  loans  of  unsecured 
day(s)  funds,  the  remaining  periods  to 
maturity  of  such  deposits  are  not  more 
tiian  1  year  and  such  deposits  are  nego¬ 
tiable,  or.  In  the  case  of  time  deposits 
which  may  not  be  withdrawn  without 
notice,  the  notice  periods  do  not  exceed 
90  days; 

(Iv)  the  periods  to  maturity  of  loans 
of  unsecured  day(s)  funds  are  not  more 
than  6  months;  and 

(v)  the  claims  of  a  lender  of  such 
unsecured  day(s)  funds  are  not  sub¬ 
ordinated  In  priority  to  claims  of  deposi¬ 
tors  In  the  Imured  bank  to  which  such 
funds  are  loaned; 

«  •  •  •  • 

(Sec.  6A,  47  Stat.  737,  as  added  by  aeo.  1,  64 
Stat.  266,  as  amended,  sec.  17,  47  Stat.  736, 
as  amended;  (12  UJB.C.  1426a,  1437),  Beorg. 
Plan  No.  3  of  1947,  12  FR  4981,  3  CFR,  1943- 
48,  Comp.,  p.  1071). 

Dated:  April  29, 1975. 

By  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board. 

[seal]  Grenville  L.  Millard,  Jr., 
Assistant  Secretary. 

I  FR  Doc.76-13837  FUed  5-27-76;8:46  am] 


Title  14 — Aeronautics  and  Space 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

(Docket  No.  75-NB-22;  Arndt.  39-2221] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Sikorsky  S-61L,  S-61N,  S-61NM  and 
S-61R  Helicopters  Certificated  in  All 
Categories 

Amendment  39-1992  (39  FR  37356), 
AO  74-22-02  and  Amendment  39-2031 
(3a  PR  41739) ,  AD  74-25-07  required  a 
radiographic  inspection  of  the  main  rotor 
blades  of  S-61  helicopters,  as  well  as 
auditory  Inspections  conducted  by  shak¬ 
ing  the  blades,  to  detect  loose  counter- 
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weights  that  were  free  to  move  within, 
and  damage,  the  blade  spar  and  tip.  After 
the  issuance  of  Amendments  39-1992  and 
39-2031,  the  manufacturer  modified  the 
design  of  the  counterweights  and  im¬ 
proved  the  process  for  the  bonding  that 
retains  the  counterweights  in  their 
proper  positions  within  the  blade  spar. 
Sikorsky  Service  Bulletin  No.  61B15-18 
lias  been  revised  to  indicate  that  the  in¬ 
spections  are  required  only  for  the  blades 
that  were  produced  prior  to  these  design 
imim>vemrats. 

The  agency  has  determined  that  cer¬ 
tain  main  rotor  blades  need  not  be  in¬ 
spected  in  accordance  with  the  AD,  and 
that  the  requiranents  of  AD  74-22-02 
and  AD  74-25-07  can  be  consolidated  into 
a  single  AD. 

Therefore,  AD  74-22-02  and  AD  74-25- 
07  are  being  superseded  with  a  new  AD 
which  combines  the  auditory  inspection 
requirements  of  the  two  directives  and 
inMrpmateB  the  latest  Sikorsky  service 
bulletin  revision. 

Since  this  amendment  cmnbines  the 
requirements  of  two  AD'S,  eliminates  the 
requirements  for  inspecting  new  main 
rotor  blades,  and  imposes  no  additional 
burden  on  any  person,  notice  and  public 
procedure  hereon  are  unnecessary,  and 
the  amendment  may  be  made  effective  in 
less  than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  FR  13697) . 
9  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations,  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  airworthiness  directive: 

SiKOESKT  AmcKATT.  AppUes  to  S-41L,  S-61N, 
S-eiR,  and  a-61N14  helkxjptera  certifi¬ 
cated  In  ail  categories  including  Military 
type  CH-aC,  HH-3C.  CH-3E.  and  HH-3K 
bellooptera  equipped  with  the  following 
main  rotor  blades: 

(1)  S6116-20501  series,  prior  to  and  In¬ 
cluding  86116-20501-9  main  rotor  blade 
aasembllaH. 

(2)  86115-20601  series,  prior  to  and  includ¬ 
ing  86115-20601-044  main  rotor  blade  as¬ 
semblies. 

(3  )  86117-20101  series,  prior  to  and  in¬ 
cluding  86117-20101-053  main  rotor  blade 
assemblies. 

(4)  86188-15001  series,  prior  to  and  In¬ 
cluding  86188-15001-044  main  rutcw  blade 
assemblies. 

Compliance  required  as  Indicated. 

(a)  Prior  to  the  first  filgbt  of  each  day. 
Inspect  each  main  rotor  blade  in  accordance 
with  section  2,  paragraph  C  of  Sikorsky  Serv¬ 
ice  Bulletin  No.  S61B15-18B  or  later  FAA- 
approved  revisions  for  possible  free  coimter- 
weights  or  loose  material  In  the  blade  spar 
cavity.  If  any  sound  is  evident,  remove  the 
blade  from  service  immediately  and  notify 
Sikorsky  Aircraft  Product  Support  Depart¬ 
ment. 

(b)  If  any  unusual  one-per-rev  vibration 
is  noted,  inspect  each  main  rotor  blade  prior 
to  further  flight  for  a  possible  free  counter¬ 
weight  or  loose  material  in  the  spar  cavity  In 
accordance  with  Section  2,  paragraph  C  of 
Sikorsky  Service  Bulletin  No.  61B1^18B  or 
later  PAA-approved  revisions.  If  any  sound  Is 
evident,  remove  the  blade  from  service  Im¬ 
mediately  and  notify  Sikorsky  Aircraft  Prod¬ 
uct  Support  Department. 

(c>  Upon  request  of  the  operator,  equiva¬ 
lent  methods  of  ccKnplIance  with  the  Inspec¬ 
tion  requirements  of  this  AD  may  be  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  (Thief,  Engineering  and  Manu¬ 


facturing  Branch,  New  England  Region,  if 
the  request  ctmtalns  substantiating  data  to 
Justify  that  equivalent  method  for  that  op¬ 
erator. 


This  supersedes  Amendment  39-1992 
(39  PR  37356) ,  AD  74-22-02  and  Amend¬ 
ment  39-2031  (39  PR  41739),  AD  74- 
25-07. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
June  12,  1975. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  603,  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1998  (  49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421,  1423);  sec. 
6(c),  Department  of  Tran^>ortatlon  Act  (49 
nA.C.  1655(c)) 


Issued  in  Burlington,  Mass.,  on  May  20, 
1975. 


Quentin  S.  Taylor, 
Director.  New  England  Region. 
[FR  Doc.75-13766  FUed  5-27-75:8:45  am] 


CHAPTER  II— CIVIL  AERONAUTICS 
BOARD 

SUBCHAPTER  D — SPECIAL  REGULATIONS 
[Reg.  SPR-8S:  Arndt.  8) 

PART  375 — NAVIGATION  OF  FOREIGN 

CIVIL  AIRCRAFT  WITHIN  THE  UNITED 

STATES 

Director,  Bureau  of  Operating  Rights 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
BocuxI  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
May  22, 1975. 

T^e  amendment  her^  substitutes 
"Director,  Bureau  of  Operating  Rights” 
for  “Director,  Bureau  of  Air  Opwatlons” 
in  §  375.40. 

The  editorial  amendment  is  issued  by 
tJie  undersigned  pursuant  to  a  delega¬ 
tion  of  authority  from  the  Board  to  the 
General  Counsel  in  14  CPR  385.19  and 
shall  became  effective  on  June  17.  1975. 
Procedures  for  review  of  this  amend¬ 
ment  by  the  Board  are  set  forth  in  8t9>- 
part  C  of  Part  385  (14  CPR  385.50 
through  385.54). 

Accordingly,  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  hereby  amends  S  375.40(a)  of  Part 
375  (14  CPR  Part  375)  asfoUows: 

§  375,40  Permits  for  commercial  air  op¬ 
erations. 

(a)  Application*.  Commercial  air  oper¬ 
ations  in  the  United  States  may  not  be 
undertaken  by  foreign  civil  aircraft  un¬ 
less  the  Board  has  issued  a  permit  there¬ 
for  upon  ai>plication  pursuant  to  this 
subpart  and  such  permit  is  carried  on 
boai^  the  aircraft.  Permits  are  not  trans¬ 
ferable.  Applicatlcms  for  permits  may  be 
filed  directly  with  the  Board  and  need 
not  be  filed  through  diplomatic  chan¬ 
nels.  They  shall  be  made  on  CAB  Form 
272,  addressed  to  the  attention  of  the 
Director,  Bureau  of  Operating  Rights, 
and  shall  contain  a  proper  identification 
of  the  applicant,  the  operator  of  the  air¬ 
craft  concerned  and  of  the  owner  there¬ 
of.  a  description  of  the  aircraft  by  make, 
model,  and  registration  marks;  and  a 
fun  description  of  the  operations  for 
which  authority  is  desired,  indicating 
type  and  dates  of  operatiims  and  number 
of  flights,  and  routing.  In  case  of  (Sirgo 
flights,  the  names  of  aU  contractors  and 
the  ben^clal  owner  of  the  cargo,  a  de¬ 


scription  of  the  cargo  and  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  operations,  including  services  to 
be  performed  by  any  exporter,  importer 
or  transportation  agent,  shall  be  pro¬ 
vided.  In  case  of  passenger  flights,  a  full 
Identification  and  description  of  the 
group  chartering  the  aircraft,  and  iden- 
tiflcation  of  the  travel  agent,  if  any, 
shall  be  provided.  A  copy  of  any  news¬ 
paper  or  other  advertising  of  the  flights 
shall  be  enclosed.  The  application  shall 
also  be  accompanied  by  such  documents 
as  may  be  necessary  to  establish  that 
reciprocity  for  similar  operations  by 
United  States  registered  aircraft  exists 
in  the  country  of  registration  of  the  air¬ 
craft.  Applications  shall  be  submitted  at 
least  15  days  in  advance  of  the  date  of 
the  commencement  of  the  proposed 
operation.  Such  additional  information 
as  may  be  specifically  requested  by  the 
Board  shall  also  be  furnished. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(8ec.  204(a)  of  th*  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1058,  as  amended.  72  8tat.  743;  (49  nj8.0. 
1324).  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1961. 
78  Stat.  837,  26  FR  6989;  (49  VJB.C.  1324 
(note) ) ) 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[SEAL]  Thomas  J.  Hete, 

General  Counsel. 

[FR  Doc.75-13842  FUed  5-27-79:8:45  am] 


Title  21— Food  and  Onigs 

CHAPTER  I — FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINtS- 
TRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

SUBCHAPTER  E— ANIMAL  DRUGS,  FEEDS.  AND 
RELATED  PRODUCTS 

PART  510--NEW  ANIMAL  DRUGS 

Subpart  G — Sponsors  of  Approved 
Ap^icatiohs 

PART  558— NEW  ANIMAL  DRUGS  FOR 
USE  IN  ANIMAL  FEEDS 

Tylosin 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
has  evaluated  a  new  animal  drug  appli¬ 
cation  (98-687V)  filed  by  Kerber  Milling 
Co..  Emmeteburg,  lA  50536,  proposing 
safe  and  effective  use  of  a  tylosin  premix 
in  making  swine  feed.  The  application 
is  £4>proved. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act.  (sec.  512(i).  82  Stat.  347;  21  UJ3.C. 
360b  (1) )  and  imder  authority  delegated 
to  the  Commissioner  (21  CFR  2.120). 
Parts  510  and  558  (formerly  Parts  135 
H-nd  I35e  prior  to  recodification  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  of  March  27, 
1975  (40  FR  13802))  are  amended  as 
follows; 

1.  In  Part  510  by  amending  S  510.600 
(formerly  i  135.501)  by  adding  a  new 
sponsor,  alpriiabetically  to  paragraph  (c) 

(1)  and  numerically  to  paragraph  (c) 

(2) .  to  read  as  follows; 

§  510.600  Names,  addresses,  and  rode 
numbers  of  sponsors  of  approved  ap¬ 
plications. 

•  •  •  •  « 

(c)  •  •  • 

(!)••• 
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Firm  name  and  address:  Dmg  Ustinff  Jfo. 

•  •••••• 

Kerber  Milling  Co..  Box  163,  1817  X.  Main  8t.,  Smmetsbiurg,  lA  60688 _ 038841 


(2) 


Firm  name  and  address 


Drug  listing  So. 

*•••••• 

029341  _  Kerber  Milling  Co.,  Box  162, 1817  E.  Main  8t..  Bnmieteburg,  lA  60638. 


2.  In  Part  558  by  adding  a  new  i>ara- 
graph  (b)(31)  to  {558.625  (formerly 
{  135e.l0)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  558.625  Tyloein. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  •  •  • 

(31)  To  029341:  5  grams  per  poimd; 
paragraph  (f)  (1)  (vl)  (o)  of  this  section. 
•  •  •  •  • 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be  ef¬ 
fective  on  May  28, 1975. 

(8eo. 813(1), 83 Stat.  847;  (21  X7.8.0. 880ib(l) ) ) 
Dated:  May  20,  1975. 

C.  D.  Van  Houwbling, 
Director,  Bureau  of  Veterinary 
Medicine. 

[PR  Doc.75-18811  Piled  6-27-75;8:46  am] 


PART  520— ORAL  DOSAGE  PORM  NEW 

ANIMAL  DRUGS  NOT  SUBJECT  TO  CER¬ 
TIFICATION 

Thiabendazole-T  richlorfon 

Hie  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
has  evaluated  a  new  animal  drug  appli¬ 
cation  (91-067V)  filed  by  Merck  Sharp 
and  Dbhme  Research  Laboratories,  Divi¬ 
sion  of  Merck  and  Co.,  Inc.,  Rahway,  NJ 
07065,  proposing  safe  and  effective  use  of 
thiabendazole  with  trlchlorfon  for  treat¬ 
ing  bot  and  certain  worm  Infections  In 
horses.  The  implication  Is  approved. 

The  CcHnmissloner  Is  amending  Part 
520  (formerly  Part  135c  prior  to  recodl- 
fieatlon  published  In  the  Pedbral  Res- 
XKTBK  of  March  27.  1975  (40  FR  13802) ). 
to  refiect  aimroval  as  set  forth  below.  The 
amendmoot  shall  become  effective  on 
May  28.  1975. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  512(1),  82  Stat.  347  (21  UJ3.C. 
360b  (D)  and  imder  authority  delegated 
to  the  Commissioner  (21  CFR  2.120), 
Part  520  Is  amended  by  adding  a  new 
section  to  read  as  follows: 

§  520.2380e  Thiabendaeolc  with  tri- 
chlorfon. 

(a)  Specifications.  The  drxig  contains 
5  grams  of  thiabendazole  with  4.5  grams 
of  trlchlorfon,  or  20  grams  of  thiabenda¬ 
zole  with  18  grams  of  trlchlorfon. 

(b)  Sponsor.  See  No.  000006  In 
S  510.600(c)  of  this  chapter. 

(c)  Conditions  of  use.  (1)  Used  for  the 
treatment  and  control  of  bots  (Gaster- 
ophilus  spp.),  large  strongyles  (Stron- 
gylus  spp.),  small  strongyles  (genera 
Cyathostomum,  Cylicobrachytus,  Crater- 
ostomum,  Oesophagodontus,  Poteriosto- 
mum),  plnworms  (Oxyuris  spp.,  Stron- 
gyloides  spp.),  and  ascarlds  (Parascaris 
spp.)  In  horses. 


(2)  Administer  2  grams  of  thiaben¬ 
dazole  with  1.8  grams  of  trlchlorfon  p^ 
100  pounds  of  body  weight  sprinkled  on 
the  animals’  usual  dally  ration  of  feed, 
or  may  be  mixed  In  5  to  10  fiuld  ounces  of 
water  and  administered  by  stomach  tube 
or  drench. 

(3)  Do  not  re-treat  more  than  once 
every  30  days,  preferably  every  6  to  8 
weeks. 

(4)  Do  not  treat  animals  if  sick  or  de¬ 
bilitated:  less  than  4  months  of  age;  or 
mares  in  last  month  of  pregnancy. 

(5)  Do  not  administer  Intravenous 
anesthetics,  especially  muscle  relaxants, 
within  2  weeks  of  use. 

(6)  Not  for  animals  Intended  for  food 
use. 

(7)  Do  not  use  within  a  few  days  be¬ 
fore  or  after  treatment  with  or  exposure 
to  chollnesterase-lnhlblting  drugs,  pesti¬ 
cides,  or  chemicals. 

(8)  If  the  label  bears  directions  for  ad¬ 
ministration  of  the  drug  by  stomach  tube 
or  drench  It  shall  also  bear  the  state¬ 
ment:  Caution;  Federal  law  restricts  thto 
drug  to  use  by  or  on  the  order  of  a 
licensed  veterinarian. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be  effec¬ 
tive  on  May  28.  1975. 

(Sec.  612(1),  82  Stat.  347  (21  U.S.C.  360b(l) ) ) 

Dated:  May  20, 1975. 

C.  D.  Van  Hoxtwbling, 
Director, 

Bureau  of  Veterinary  Medicine. 

[FR  Doc.76-13812  PBed  6-a7-70;8:46  am] 


IFRL  380-A;  FAPSH6070/RB] 

PART  S61 — ^TOLERANCES  FOR  PE8TI- 
aOES  IN  ANIMAL  FEEDS  ADMINIS¬ 
TERED  BY  THE  ENVIRONMENTAL  PRO¬ 
TECTION  AGENCY 

Methoprene 

On  January  7,  1975,  notice  was  given 
(40  FR  1299)  that  Zoecon  Corp.,  975 
California  Ave.,  Palo  Alto  CA  94304,  had 
filed  a  food  additive  petition  (FAP 
5HS070)  with  the  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion  Agency  (EPA).  This  petition  pro¬ 
posed  establishment  of  a  feed  additive 
regulation  to  provide  for  the  safe  use  of 
the  Insect  growth  regidator  methc^rene 
(Isopropyl  (E,E)-ll-methoxy-3,  7,11- 
trlmethyl-2,4-dodecadlenoate)  In  proc¬ 
essed  feed  supplements  for  cattle  In  an 
amoimt  not  to  exceed  0.025  percent  by 
weight  of  the  processed  feed  supplement. 
(A  related  document  concerning  the  es¬ 
tablishment  of  a  pesticide  tolerance  for 
methoprene  also  appears  In  today’s  Fed¬ 
eral  Register.  40  FR  23073) . 

’Die  data  submitted  In  the  petition  and 
other  relevant  material  have  been  eval¬ 


uated.  It  Is  concluded  that  the  regulation 
should  be  established  expressed  as  the 
amount  of  pesticide  fed  to  the  animals 
per  body  weight  of  the  animal  per  dura¬ 
tion  of  time. 

Any  person  adversely  affected  by  this 
regulation  may,  cm  or  before  June  27. 
1975,  file  written  objections  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk,  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion  Agency,  401  M  Street  8W.,  East 
Tower,  Room  1019,  Washington,  D.C. 
20460.  Such  objections  should  be  sub¬ 
mitted  in  qulntupUcate  and  specify  the 
provisions  for  the  regulation  deemed  ob¬ 
jectionable  and  the  grounds  for  the  ob¬ 
jections.  If  a  hearing  Is  requested,  the 
objections  must  state  the  Issues  for  the 
heming.  A  hearing  will  be  granted  If  the 
objections  are  supported  by  grounds 
legally  sufficient  to  justify  the  relief 
sought. 

Effective  on  May  28,  1975,  Part  561  Is 
amended  by  adding  {  561.282. 

(See.  40e(c)  (1)  A  (4),  Federal  Food,  Drug 
and  Cosmetic  Act.  (21  U.S.C.  348(c)  (1)  & 
(4)).  transferred  to  the  Administrator  EPA 
in  RTOrganlsatlon  Plan  No.  3  (36  FR  16623) ) 

Dated:  May  22. 1975. 

Edwin  L.  Johnson, 
Deputy  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Pesticide  Programs. 

Part  561  is  amended  by  adding 
S  561.282  to  read  as  follows. 

§  561.282  Methoprene. 

The  feed  additive  methoprene  (Iso¬ 
propyl  (EJS)  -  11  -  methozy-3,7.1 1-tri- 
methyl  -  2.4  -  dodecadienoate)  may  be 
safely  used  In  accordance  with  the  fol¬ 
lowing  prescribed  conditions: 

(a)  It  Is  used  as  a  feed  additive  In 
the  feed  for  cattle  at  the  rate  of  0.375 
to  0.750  millgram  per  100  pounds  of  body 
weight  per  month. 

(b)  It  Is  used  to  prevent  the  breeding 
of  homfiles  In  the  manure  of  treated 
cattle. 

(c)  To  msure  safe  use  of  the  additive, 
the  label  and  labeling  of  the  pestleide 
formulation  containing  this  additive 
shall  conform  to  the  label  and  labeUng 
registered  by  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency. 

[FR  Doc.76-13936  FU«d  6-37-75:8:45  am] 


CHAPTER  ll—DRUG  ENFORCEMENT  AD¬ 
MINISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF 
JUSTICE 

PART  1308— SCHEDULES  OF 
CONTROLLED  SUBSTANCES 

Exemption  of  Chloral 

’The  Drug  Enforcement  Administration 
has  become  aware  that  a  large  number  of 
Industrial  users  of  chloral  are  not 
registered  with  the  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration,  as  required  by  section 
302  of  the  Cranprehenslve  Drug  Abuse 
Prevention  and  Control  Act  of  1970  (21 
n.S.C.  822),  for  persons  whose  activi¬ 
ties  include  the  processing  of  controlled 
substances.  Chloral  Is  merely  the  anhy¬ 
drous  form  of  chloral  hydrate,  which  la 
a  controlled  substance  listed  In  Sched¬ 
ule  IV  of  the  Act  (21  y.s.c.  812(c) ) ,  and, 
as  such,  has  a  low  potential  fcnr  abuse 
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relaUre  to  the  drags  or  other  subetaoccs 
in  Schedules  HL  Therefore,  aB  persons 
who  In  tndustrtei  ectlTlttes  with 

respect  to  chlcurel  ere  engaged  In  activi¬ 
ties  with  respect  to  a  Schedule  IV  oon- 
indled  substance,  and  must  become 
registered  lor  such  activities  with  DEA. 

However,  information  submitted  to 
DEA  b7  several  industrial  users  of 
chloral  has  revealed  that  there  is  no 
significant  potential  for  abuse  with  re¬ 
spect  to  chloral  when  it  is  in  “package” 
form,  i.e.,  when  shipped  and  stored  in 
tank  cars  and  pipelines  which  are  fully 
sealed  under  nitrogen  pressure  in  an 
oxygen-free  atmosphere. 

Therefore,  industrial  users  of  chloral 
who  maintain  it  uzKler  the  above  circum¬ 
stances  shall  be  exempt  from  the  tu>pll- 
cation  of  sections  305,  306,  307.  308,  30S. 
1002.  1003  and  1004  of  the  Act  (21  UJS.C. 
825-829,  952-054,  respectively),  and  Title 
21  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations 
(CFR)  §§  1301.71-1301.73  and  1301.74 
(a),  (b).  (d).  (e)  and  (f).  by  virtue  of 
the  Administrator  hereby  finding  that 
chloral,  when  existing  under  the  above 
circumstances,  is  a  substance  which  is  not 
Intended  for  general  administration  to 
a  human  being  or  other  animal,  and  con¬ 
tains  no  narcotic  controlled  substances 
and  is  packaged  in  such  a  form  that  the 
package  quantity  does  not  present  any 
significant  potential  for  abuse. 

Therefore,  imder  the  authority  vested 
In  the  Attorney  General  by  sections  301 
and  501(b)  of  the  Compr^ensive  Drug 
Abuse  Prevention  and  Control  Act  of  1970 
(21  n.S.C.  821  and  871  (b>.  respectively), 
and  delegated  to  the  Administrator  of 
the  Drug  Einforcement  Administration 
by  §  0.100  of  Title  28  of  the  (?ode  of  FM- 
eral  Regiilations  (CTR),  the  Administra¬ 
tor  her^y  orders  that  §  1308.24  of  Title 
21  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations 
(CTFR)  be  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1308.24  Exempt  chemical  prepara¬ 
tions. 

(a)  The  chemical  preparations  and 
mixtures  set  forth  in  paragraph  (1)  of 
this  section  have  been  exempt^  by  the 
Administrator  from  application  of  sec¬ 
tions  302,  303,  305,  306,  307,  308.  309, 
1002.  1003  and  1004  of  the  Act  (21  U.8.C. 
822-3.  825-9,  952-4)  and  S  1301.74  of  this 
chapter,  to  the  extent  described  in  para¬ 
graphs  (b)  to  (h)  of  this  section.  Sub¬ 
stances  set  forth  in  paragraph  (J)  shall 
be  exempt  from  the  application  of  sec¬ 
tions  305,  306,  307,  308,  309.  1002,  1003 
and  1004  of  the  Act  (21  UJS.C.  825-9, 
952-4)  and  SS  1301.71-1301.73  and 
1301.74(a).  (b).  (d>.  (e)  and  (f)  of  this 
chapter  to  the  extent  as  hereinafter  may 
bo  provided. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(j)  The  following  substances  are  des¬ 
ignated  as  exempt  chemical  preparations 
for  the  purposes  set  forth  in  this  section. 

(1)  Chloral.  When  packaged  in  a 
sealed,  oxygen-free  mvironment.  under 
nitrogen  pressure,  safeguarded  against 
exposure  to  the  air. 

•  •  •  •  • 

ErvECTZva  Dates 

1.  Registration.  The  requirement  of 
registration  which  is  impKised  by  this 
order  is  effective  as  follows : 


(a)  Any  ptrson  who  manufactures, 
distributes,  dispenses,  engages  in  re- 
amxda,  iniports  or  eaports  chloral,  in 
such  form  as  hereinabove  described  in 
proposed  1  1308.24(J)  of  Title  21  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  or  who 
proposes  to  mgage  in  the  manufacture, 
distribution,  importation  or  exportation 
of,  or  research  with,  chloral  in  such 
form,  shall  obtain  a  registration  to  con¬ 
duct  such  activities  on  or  before  July  1, 
1975. 

2.  Criminal  liability.  Any  i>erson  who 
manufactures,  distributes,  engages  in 
research,  imports  or  exports  chloral,  in 
such  form  as  hereinabove  described  in 
proposed  i  1308.24(J)  of  Title  21  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  and  who 
is  not  now  registered  to  handle  chloral 
in  such  form  but  is  entitled  to  registra¬ 
tion  under  the  Controlled  Substances 
Act  or  the  C:k>ntrolled  Substances  Import 
and  Elxport  Act.  may  continue  to  con¬ 
duct  normal  business,  industrial  or  re¬ 
search  activities  with  respect  to  such 
substance,  during  the  time  period  which 
falls  between  the  date  upon  which  this 
order  becomes  effective  and  the  date 
upon  which  he  obtains  or  is  denied  regis¬ 
tration.  but  not  beyond  July  L  1975. 

3.  Other.  In  all  other  respects,  this 
order  is  effective.  Any  person  interested 
may  file  written  comments  on  or  objec- 
ticms  to  the  order  on  or  before  August  1, 
1975.  If  any  such  comments  or  objec¬ 
tions  raise  significant  Issues  regarding 
any  finding  of  fact  or  conclusion  of  law 
upon  which  the  order  is  based,  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  shall  immediately  suspend 
the  effectiveness  of  the  order  until  he 
may  reconsider  the  order  in  light  of  the 
comments  and  objections  filed.  There¬ 
after.  the  Administrator  shall  reinstate, 
revoke  or  amend  his  original  order  as 
he  determines  appropriate. 

Dated:  May  9.1975. 

JoHH  R.  Bartels,  Jr..  • 
Administrator, 

Drug  Enforcement  Administration. 

[FB  Doc.75-13830  PUed  5-37-75:8:46  am] 


Title  29 — Labor 

CHAPTER  XVII— OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY 
AND  HEALTH  ADMINISTRATION.  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

PART  1910— OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY 
AND  HEALTH  STANDARDS 

PART  1926— SAFETY  AND  HEALTH 
REGULATIONS  FOR  CONSTRUCTION 

Recodification  of  Air  Contaminant 
Standards 

On  September  20,  1974,  at  39  FR 
33843,  the  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  Administration  announced  its  in¬ 
tention  to  initiate  rulemaking  proceed¬ 
ings  to  issue  more  complete  standards  for 
each  of  the  substances  listed  in  Tables 
G-1.  0-2  and  0-3  of  29  CFR  1910.93.  As 
a  result,  it  is  expected  that  approximate¬ 
ly  400  additional  standards  dealing  with 
toxic  substances  will  be  promulgated. 

Regulations  dealing  with  toxic  sub¬ 
stances  are  contained  in  Subpart  O  of 


Part  1910.  This  subpart  contains  only  a 
few  sections  and  additional  serially  num¬ 
bered  sectlcms  cannot  be  added  without 
completely  renumbering  the  subparts 
which  follow.  Therefore  new  standards 
dealing  with  iikliTldual  toxic  substances 
have  in  the  past  been  inserted  following 
i  1910.93  by  the  addition  of  letter  suf¬ 
fixes  (eg:.  1 1910.93a — Asbestos;  9  1910.93 
b — Coal  tar  pitch  volatiles;  interpreta¬ 
tion  of  term;  9  1910.93c — 4-Nitrobiphen- 
yl,  •  •  •  9  1910.93q— Vinyl  chloride) . 

While  such  numbering  is  satisfactory 
for  limited  use,  it  is  not  suitable  for  a 
large  group  of  new  sections,  because  of 
the  ccHnplex  multiple-letter  suffixes  that 
result.  Therefore,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
OSHA  contemplates  promulgating  a 
large  number  of  standards  dealing  with 
toxic  substances,  the  currmt  numbering 
system  cannot  be  continued.  Conse¬ 
quently  the  toxic  substance  standards 
presently  contained  in  Subpart  O  ot  E*art 
1910  are  hereby  recodified  and  placed  in 
a  new  Subpart  Z  of  Part  1910,  beginning 
at  9  1910.1000.  New  standards  dealing 
the  new  subpart.  This  recodification  will 
simplify  the  manner  in  which  standards 
for  toxic  substances  may  be  referenced 
and  will  eliminate  imnecessary  confu¬ 
sion.  Since  this  recodificaticm  makes  no 
change  in  the  standards,  it  is  not  neces¬ 
sary  to  provide  notice  of  proposed  rule- 
making.  opportunity  for  public  participa¬ 
tion  therein,  nor  any  delay  in  effective 
date  imder  either  section  6(b)  of  the  Oc¬ 
cupational  Safety  and  Health  Act  of 
1970  (the  Act)  (84  Stat.  1593.  29  UJ3.C. 
655)  or  5  DJS.C.  553. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  authority  in 
sections  6  and  8  of  the  Act,  Secretary's 
Order  No.  12-71  (36  FR  8754)  and  29 
C7FR  Part  1911,  Tltie  29  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  is  hereby  amended 
by  recodifying  99  1910.93  through  1910.- 
93q  as  99  1910.1000  through  1910.1017 
respectively,  in  a  new  Subpart  Z  of  Part 
1910  entitled  “Toxic  and  Hazardous  Sub¬ 
stances.”  In  addition,  other  sections  of 
Parts  1910  and  1926  are  amended  so  that 
internal  references  are  consistent  with 
this  recodification,  and  a  reference  to 
the  new  Subpart  Z  is  inserted  in  Subpart 
O,  as  follows: 

1.  The  following  table  sets  forth  the 
recodification  of  99  1910.93  through 
1910.93q  as  99  1910.1000  through  1910.- 
1017  respectively: 


Old  Section  No. 

New  Section  No. 

(Subpart  G) 

(Subpart  Z) 

1010. 93 

1010. 1000 

1910. 03a 

1910. 1001 

1910. 03b 

1910.  1003 

1910.  930 

1910.  lOOS 

1010.  oaa 

1910.  1004 

1910.  03e 

1910. 1006 

1010.  03f 

1910.  1006 

1910.  e3g 

1910. 1007 

1910.  oau 

1910. 1008 

1010.  931 

1910.  1009 

1910.  93] 

1910.  1010 

1010.  03k 

1910. 1011 

1910.  931 

1190.  1013 

1910.  03m 

1910.  1013 

1910.  03n 

1910.  1014 

1010. 03o 

1910.  1015 

1010. 03p 

1910. 1016 

1010.  93q 

1910. 1017 
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2.  Hie  following  sections  In  Part  1910 
which  reference  1 1910^  are  revised  to 
refer  to  i  1910.1000. 

a.  In  9  1910.94.  paragraphs  (a)  (2)  (U) , 
(a)  (5)  (U)  (c>  and  (d)  (2)  (lU) . 

b.  In  9 1910.141,  paragraph  (a)  (2) 
(vlU). 

c.  In  9  1910.178.  paragraph  (1)  (1) . 

d.  In  9  1910.2S2,  paragn^ihs  (f)  (1) 
(Iv) .  (f )  (8) .  (f )  (9)  (1)  and  (f )  (10) . 

e.  In  9  1910.261.  paragraphs  (g)  (15) 
(Iv)  and  (g>(20). 

f.  In  9  1910.262.  paragraph  (rr) . 

g.  In  9  1910.265.  paragraph  (c)  (17)  (1). 

h.  New  9  1910.1002. 

3.  The  reference  In  9 1910.99  to 
9  1910.93  Is  deleted. 

4.  The  following  sections  In  Parts  1910 
and  1926  which  reference  9  1910.93a  art 
revised  to  refer  to  9  1910.1001. 

a.  9  1910.19. 

b.  In  9 1910.141.  paragraph  (a)  (2) 
(vlU). 

c.  In  9  1926.55.  paragraph  (c>. 

5.  As  a  result  of  this  recodlflcation,  the 
table  of  contents  for  new  Subpart  Z  reads 
as  follows: 

Swbpart  Z — ^Toxlc  »nd  Hazardous  Substances 

Sec.: 

1910.1000  Air  Contaminants. 

1910.1001  Asbestos. 

1910.1003  Coal  tar  pitch  volatiles;  Interpret 

tatlon  of  term. 

1910.1008  4-Nltroblphen7l. 

1010.1004  alpha>Naphthylamlne. 

1910.1005  4.4'— Methylene  Ms  (3-chloroanl- 

llne). 

1910.1000  Methyl  chlcM-omethyl  ether. 

1010.1007  3,3' — Dlchlorobenzldlne  (and  Its 

salts) . 

1010.1008  bls-Chloromethyl  ether. 

1010.1009  beta-Naphthylamlne. 

1910.1010  Benzidine. 

1010.1011  4-Amlnodlphenyl. 

1010.1013  Ethylenelmlne. 

1010.1013  beta-Proplolactone. 

1910.1014  3-Acetylamlnofluorene. 

1910.1015  4>DlmethylamlnoaKobenzene. 

1010.1016  N-Nltroeodlmethylamlne. 

1910.1017  Ylnyl  chloride. 

6.  Tables  0-1.  0-2  and  0-3  of 
9  1910.93  (now  redesignated  9  1910.1000) 
are  redesignated  as  Tables  Z-1.  Z-2  and 
Z-3  respectively.  All  references  In  new 
9  1910.1000  to  Tables  0-1,  0-2  and  0-3 
are  revised  to  correspond  with  this 
redeslgnatlon. 

7.  New  99  1910.1499  and  1910.1500  are 
added  to  SubfMurt  Z  to  read  as  fcdlows: 

§  1910.1499  Sonrce  of  standards. 

Section  1910.1000—  41  CPR  50-304.50.  except 
for  'Table  Z-3,  the 
source  of  which  Is 
American  National 
Standards  Institute, 
Z37  serlea. 

§  1910.1500  Standards  organizations. 

l^;)eclflc  standards  of  the  following  or¬ 
ganizations  have  been  referred  to  in  this 
subpart  Copies  of  the  standards  may  be 
obtained  from  the  issuing  organization. 

American  Conference  of  Oovenunental 
Industrial  Hygienists 
1014  Broadway 
OtnnInnaU.  Ohio  45303 
American  Nattooal  Standards  Institute 
1430  Broadway 
New  TorZ,  New  Tock  10018 


National  Fire  Protection  Association 
470  Atlantio  Avenue 
Boeton,  Maasachueette  03310 

8.  In  Subpart  O  of  Part  1910,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  reference  is  added:  99  1910.93- 
1910.934  (These  sections  have  beoi 
recodifi^  in  Subpart  Z  of  this  part,  be¬ 
ginning  at  9  1910.1000). 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  on  May  27,  1975. 

(Secs.  6,  8(g).  Pub.  L.  91-696.  84  Stat.  1593. 
1600  (39  U.S.C.  655,  657) .  Secretary  of  Labor’s 
Order  No.  13-71,  38  FB  8754,  39  CPR  Part 
1911) 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  20th 
day  of  May  1975. 

John  Stznder, 
Assistant  Secretarg  of  Labor. 

[PR  Doc.76-1380e  PUed  5-37-76;8:45  am] 

Title  40 — Protection  of  Environment 

CHAPTER  I — ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION  AGENCY 
SUBCHAPTER  E— PESTICKIE  PROGRAMS 
[FRL  379-8;  PP541693/R38] 

PART  180— TOLERANCES  AND  EXEMP¬ 
TIONS  FROM  TOLERANCES  FOR  PESTI¬ 
CIDE  CHEMICALS  IN  OR  ON  RAW  AGRI¬ 
CULTURAL  COMMODITIES 

Methoprene 

On  March  28.  1975,  notice  was  given 
(40  FR  14117)  that  Zoecon  Corp.,  975 
California  Ave.,  Palo  Alto  CA  94304,  had 
filed  a  pesticide  petition  (PP  5F1592) 
with  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA).  This  petition  proposed 
establishment  of  a  tolerance  for  residues 
of  the  insect  growth  regulator  metho¬ 
prene  (isopropyl  (E.E) -ll-methoxy-3,7, 
ll-trimethyl-2.4-dodecadlenoate)  in  the 
raw  agricultural  commodities  meat,  fat, 
and  meat  byproducts  of  cattle  at  0.1  part 
per  million  and  in  milk  at  0.01  part  per 
million.  (A  related  dociunent  concerning 
the  establishment  of  a  feed  additive 
regulation  for  methoprene  also  appears 
In  today’s  Federal  Register.  40  FR 
23071.) 

The  data  submitted  In  the  petition  and 
other  relevant  material  have  been  evalu¬ 
ated.  The  pesticide  is  considered  useful 
for  the  purpose  for  which  the  tolerances 
are  sought.  The  proposed  tolerances  for 
residues  in  milk,  meat,  fat,  and  meat  by¬ 
products  of  cattle  are  adequate  to  cover 
residues  resulting  from  the  proposed  and 
established  uses.  Consequently,  these  raw 
agricultural  commodities  are  being  de¬ 
leted  from  9  180.1033  “Methoprene;  ex¬ 
emption  from  the  requirement  of  a  tol¬ 
erance”.  The  tolerances  established  by 
this  regulation  will  protect  the  public 
health. 

Any  person  adversely  affected  by  this 
regulation  may  on  or  before  June  27, 
1975,  file  written  objections  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk.  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion  Agency.  401  M  Street  SW..  East 
Tower  Room  1019,  Washington.  D.C. 
20460.  Such  objections  should  be  sub¬ 
mitted  in  quintuplicate  and  specify  the 
provisions  for  the  regulation  deemed  ob¬ 
jectionable  and  the  grounds  for  the  ob¬ 
jections.  If  a  hearing  is  requested,  the 


objections  must  state  the  Issues  for  the 
hearing.  A  hearing  will  be  granted  if 
the  objections  are  supported  by  grounds 
legally  sufficient  to  Justify  the  relief 
soughL 

Effective  on  May  28.  1975.  Part  180, 
Sut^^art  C,  is  amended  by  adding  1 180.- 
359.  and  Subpart  D  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  9  180.1033. 

(Sec.  408(d)(2).  Federal  Pood.  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (31  U.8.C.  346a(d)  (2) ) ) 

Dated:  May  22. 1975. 

Edwin  L.  Johnson. 
Deputy  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Pesticide  Programs. 

1.  Section  180.359  is  added  to  Part  180. 
Subpart  C,  to  read  as  follows:  . 

§  180.359  Methoprene;  tolcrancee  for 
residues. 

Tolerances  are  established  for  residues 
of  the  Insect  growth  regulator  metho¬ 
prene  (isopropyl  (E,E)-ll-methoxy- 

3.7.11- trimethyl-2,4-dodecadlenoate>  te 
or  on  raw  agricultural  cmnmodlties  as 
follows: 

0.1  part  per  million  in  meat,  fat,  and 
meat  byproducts  of  cattle 
0.01  part  per  million  in  milk. 

2.  Section  180.1033  In  Subpart  D,  Part 
180,  is  revised  by  deleting  the  words  cat¬ 
tle  and  milk  from  the  list  of  raw  agricul¬ 
tural  commodities  to  read  as  follows: 

§  180.1033  Methoprene;  exemption 
from  the  requirement  of  a  tolerance^ 

The  Insect  growth  regulator  metho¬ 
prene  (isopropyl  (EJ!)-ll-methoxy- 

3.7.11- trlmethyl-2.4-dodecadienoate)  Is 
exempt  from  ^e  requirement  of  a  toler¬ 
ance  in  or  on  the  raw  agricultural  com¬ 
modities  eggs;  the  fat.  meat,  and  meat 
byproducts  of  goats,  hogs,  horses,  poul¬ 
try,  and  sheep:  fish;  forage  grasses:  for¬ 
age  legmnes;  rice:  rice  straw;  and  shell¬ 
fish:  when  used  on  pastures,  rice  fields 
and  marshlands  and  other  noncrop  areas 
to  control  fioodwater  mosquitoes. 

(PR  Doc.75-13934  Plied  5-37-75:8:45  am) 


Title  49 — ^TransportatkMi 

CHAPTER  V— NATIONAL  HIGHWAY  TRAF- 
HC  SAFETY  ADMINISTRATION,  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

[Docket  No.  26;  Notice  17| 

PART  575 — CONSUMER  INFORMATION 
REGULATIONS 

Unifotm  Tire  Quality  Grading  Standards 

This  notice  establishes  Uniform  Tire 
Quality  Grading  Standards.  The  notice 
is  based  on  proposals  published  Jime  14, 
1974  (39  FR  20808.  NoUce  12).  August  0. 

1974  (39  FR  28644.  Notice  14) .  January  7. 

1975  (40  FR  1273,  Notice  15).  Comments 
submitted  in  response  to  these  proposals 
have  been  considered  in  the  preparation 
of  this  notice. 

A  rule  on  this  subject  was  Issued  on 
January  4,  1974  (39  FR  1037).  It  was 
revoked  on  May  9.  1974  (39  FR  16469), 
due  to  the  Inability  of  the  NHTSA  t» 
obtain  from  the  tire  Industry  “contrid 
tires”  which  were  to  have  bem  used  as 
the  basis  for  determining  the  comiiara- 
/ 
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live  performance  grades  for  treadwear 
and  traction. 

The  rule  issued  today  requires  manu¬ 
facturers  to  provide  grading  Informa¬ 
tion  for  new  passenger  car  tires  in  each 
•f  the  following  performance  areas: 
Treadwear,  traction,  and  temperature 
resistance.  The  respective  grades  are  to 
be  molded  into  or  onto  the  tire  sidewall, 
contained  in  a  label  affixed  to  each  tire 
(except  for  OEM  tires) ,  and  provided  for 
examination  by  prospective  purchasers  in 
a  fOTm  retainable  by  them  at  each  loca¬ 
tion  where  tires  are  sold. 

Tread  WCAR 

Treadwear  grades  are  based  on  a  tire’s 
projected  mileage  (the  distance  which  it 
is  expected  to  travel  before  wearing  down 
to  its  treadwear  indicators)  as  tested 
on  a  single,  predetermined  test  run  of 
iU>proximately  8400  miles.  A  tire’s  tread¬ 
wear  grade  is  expressed  as  the  percentage 
which  its  projected  mileage  represents  of 
a  nominal  30,000  miles,  roimded  off  to 
the  nearest  lower  10  percent  increment. 
For  example,  a  tire  with  a  projected  mile¬ 
age  of  24,000  would  be  gi^ed  “80”, 
while  one  with  a  projected  mileage  of 
40,000  would  be  graded  ”130”. 

The  test  course  has  been  established 
by  the  NHTSA  in  the  vicinity  of  San 
i^elo,  Texas,  as  described  in  Appendix 
A.  It  is  the  same  as  that  discussed  at 
the  public  briefings  on  this  subject  which 
took  place  July  23  and  July  29, 1974,  ex¬ 
cept  that  the  direction  of  travel  has  been 
reversed  on  the  northwest  loop  to  in¬ 
crease  safety  by  reducing  the  number  of 
left  turns.  The  course  is  approximately 
400  miles  long,  and  each  treadwear  test 
will  reqiiire  16  circuits.  It  is  anticipated 
that  both  the  indiistry,  at  each  manu¬ 
facturer’s  option,  and  the  agency  will 
perform  tre^wear  tests  on  this  course; 
the  former  for  establishing  grades,  and 
ttie  latter  for  purposes  of  compliance 
testing,  Le.,  testing  the  validity  of  the 
grades  assi^ed.  To  arrange  for  alloca- 
Itons  of  test  time  at  the  site.  Industry 
members  should  contact  the  NHTSA 
facility  manager,  P.O.  Box  6S91,  Oood- 
IcBow  Air  Force  Base,  San  Angelo,  Texas 
78901;  telephone  (915)  655-0546.  While 
■aanufacturers  are  not  required  to  test 
on  the  dte,  it  would  be  to  their  advan¬ 
tage  to  do  so,  since  the  legal  stcmdard 
against  whJ<^  compliance  with  the  rule 
win  be  measured  is  a  tire’s  performance 
in  government  tests  on  that  coxurse. 

The  method  of  determining  projected 
mileages  is  essentially  that  proposed  in 
Notice  12  as  modified  by  Notices  14  and 
15  in  this  docket.  The  treadwear  per¬ 
formance  of  a  candidate  tire  is  measured 
along  with  that  of  course  monitoring 
tires  (CTMTs)  of  the  same  general  con¬ 
struction  t3rpe  (bias,  bias-belted,  or  ra¬ 
dial)  used  to  monitor  changes  in  course 
severity.  The  CMTs  are  tires  procmed  by 
the  NHTSA — one  group  each  of  the  three 
general  tsrpes — which  are  made  available 
by  the  agency  for  purchase  and  use  by 
regulated  persons  at  the  test  site.  To  ob¬ 
tain  course  monitoring  tires,  regulated 
persons  should  contact  the  NHTSA  fa¬ 
cility  manager  at  the  above  address. 

Each  test  convoy  consists  of  one  car 
equipped  with  four  CMTS  and  three  or 


fewer  other  cars  equipped  with  candidate 
tires  of  the  same  ccmstructlon  type. 
(Candidate  tires  on  the  same  axle  are 
identical,  but  front  tires  on  a  test  vehicle 
may  differ  from  rear  tires  as  long  as  all 
four  are  of  the  same  size  designation.) 
After  a  two-circuit  break-in  period,  the 
initial  tread  depth  of  each  tire  is  deter¬ 
mined  by  averaging  the  depth  measured 
at  six  equally  spaced  locations  in  each 
groove.  At  the  end  of  every  two  circuits 
(800  miles),  each  tire’s  tread  depth  is 
measured  again  in  the  same  way,  the 
tires  are  rotated,  vehicle  positions  in  the 
convoy  are  rotated,  and  wheel  align¬ 
ments  are  readjusted  if  necessary.  At  the 
end  of  the  16-circult  test,  each  tire’s 
overall  wear  rate  is  calculated  from  the 
nine  measured  tread  depths  and  their 
corresponding  mileages-after-break-ln 
as  follows;  The  regression  line  which 
“best  fits”  these  data  points  is  deter¬ 
mined  by  applying  the  method  of  least 
squares  as  described  in  Appendix  C;  the 
wear  rate  is  defined  as  the  absolute  value 
of  the  slope  of  the  regression  line,  in  mils 
of  tread  depth  per  1000  miles.  This  wear 
rate  is  adjusted  for  changes  in  course 
severity  by  a  multiplier  consisting  of  the 
base  wear  rate  for  that  t3Te  of  course 
monitoring  tire  divided  by  the  measured 
average  of  the  wear  rates  for  the  four 
CMTs  in  that  convoy.  A  candidate  tire’s 
tread  depth  after  break-in  (minus  62 
mils  to  accoimt  for  wearout  when  the 
treadwear  indicators  are  reached)  di¬ 
vided  by  its  adjusted  wear  rate  and  mul¬ 
tiplied  by  1000,  plus  800  miles,  3rields  its 
projected  mileage.  The  projected  mileage 
is  divided  by  30,000  and  multiplied  by 
100  to  determine  the  percentage  which, 
when  rounded  off,  represents  the  candi¬ 
date  tire’s  treadwear  grade. 

A  discussion  of  the  NHTSA  response  to 
the  comments  on  treadwear  grading 
foUows. 

Duration  of  break-in  period  and  test. 
The  400  mile  break-in  period  originally 
proposed  in  Notice  12  was  extended  in 
Notice  IS  to  800  miles,  to  permit  the  roia- 
tion  of  ea^  tire  betwem  axles  after  400 
miles.  The  Rubber  Manufacturer  Asso¬ 
ciation  (BMA)  suggested  that  a  1600- 
mlle  break-in,  by  permitting  each  tire  to 
be  rotated  once  through  each  position  on 
the  test  car,  would  provide  more  reliable 
results.  An  analysis  of  variance  in  a  study 
conducted  by  the  NHTSA  showed  no  sig¬ 
nificant  variations  in  wear  from  one  side 
of  a  car  to  the  other.  Further,  a  review 
of  data  from  extensive  testing  on  the  Scm 
Angelo  coxirse  showed  no  anomalies  or 
consistent  variaticms  in  wear  rate  occur¬ 
ring  after  the  first  800  miles.  The  NHTSA 
is  convinced  that  the  800-mile  break-in 
period  is  sufficient  to  allow  a  tire  to  es¬ 
tablish  its  equilibrium  inflated  shape  and 
stabilize  its  wear  rate.  Therefore,  the 
RMA  suggestion  has  not  been  adopted. 

Many  of  the  comments  to  Notice  12 
suggested  that  testing  distances  greater 
than  6400  miles  are  necessary  for  accu¬ 
rate  tread  life  projections.  Testing  to  40 
percent,  50  percent,  and  even  90  percent 
of  wearout  was  urged.  Unfortunately, 
only  the  submission  of  North  American 
Dunlop  was  accompanied  by  substantive 
data.  These  data,  showing  non-linear 
wear  rates,  were  of  questionable  validity 


because  the  tires  were  not  broken  in  prior 
to  testing  and  because  the  data  were  col¬ 
lected  by  different  test  fleets  in  different 
parts  of  the  country.  Nonetheless,  as  a 
result  of  the  large  number  of  adverse 
comments,  the  NHTSA  requested  further 
information  from  all  knowledgeable  and 
concerned  parties  to  document  and  sub¬ 
stantiate  the  position  that  a  longer 
treadwear  test  Is  necessary.  The  addi¬ 
tional  data  were  requested  hi  a  written 
Inquiry  to  the  RMA  and  in  Notice  15. 
Because  of  the  need  to  limit  test  time, 
test  cost,  and  fuel  consumption,  the  ob¬ 
jective  was  to  determine  the  minimum 
test  distance  which  can  reliably  predict 
ultimate  tire  treadwear  life. 

The  responses  to  these  requests  have 
been  reviewed  and  anals^zed.  Again,  the 
NHTSA  finds  the  industry  data  and  con¬ 
clusions  that  greater  testing  distances  are 
necessary  lacking  in  rigor  and  complete¬ 
ness.  In  most  cases,  the  conditions  of  the 
industry  tests  were  not  disclosed  or  did 
not  coincide  with  the  prescribed  control 
procedures.  Serious  doubt  is  cast  upon 
the  conclusions  because  of  inadequate  in¬ 
formation  on  one  or  more  of  the  follow¬ 
ing  test  conditions;  Changes  in  weather 
and  season,  course  severity,  conformity 
with  prescribed  break-in  period,  mileage 
between  readings,  method  of  projecting 
mileage,  size  of  convoy,  number  of  tires 
tested,  and  uniformity  and  frequency  of 
tread  depth  measurement. 

A  controlled  test  program  recently 
completed  by  the  NHTSA  was  designed  to 
test  the  hsTothesls  that  the  rate  of  wear 
of  tires  is  constant  after  an  800-mlle 
break-in.  The  design  and  conclusions  of 
the  test  are  discussed  in  detail  in  a  paper 
by  Brenner,  Scheiner.  and  Hondo  (“Uni¬ 
form  Tire  Quality  Grading;  Effect  of 
Status  of  Wear  on  Tire  Wear,”  “NHTSA 
Technical  Note  T-1014,”  March,  1975— 
General  Reference  entry  No.  42  in  this 
docket.)  The  general  conclusions  of  the 
test  are:  (1)  That  the  inherent  rate  ot 
wear  of  tires,  after  an  800-miIe  break-in 
period,  is  constant  and  (2)  that  the  pro¬ 
jected  tread  life  for  a  tire  estimated 
from  a  6,400-mlle  test  aftor  800-mile 
break-in  is  aecurate  for  all  three  tire 
types.  Accordingly,  the  6,400  mile  test 
period  has  been  retained. 

Grading  baaed  on  minimum  perform¬ 
ance.  The  RMA  expressed  strong  dis¬ 
agreement  with  any  system  in  which 
treadwear  grades  are  based  on  a  tire 
line’s  “minimum”  projected  mileage  on 
the  San  Angelo  test  course,  xirging  in¬ 
stead  that  the  average  performance  of  a 
line  is  a  more  appropriate  grade.  The 
RMA  suggested  further  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  grading  system  “ignores  the  bell¬ 
shaped  distribution  curve  which  de¬ 
scribes  any  performance  characteristic 
and  would  require  the  downgrading  of 
an  entire  line  of  tires  until  no  portion  of 
the  distribution  curve  fell  telow  any 
selected  treadwear  grade,  notwithstand¬ 
ing  that  the  large  bulk  of  a  given  group 
of  tires  was  well  above  the  grade.” 

The  NHTSA  rejects  the  arguments  and 
the  position  taken  by  the  industry  on  this 
issue.  It  is  precisely  the  fact  that,  in  in- 
dustilal  processes  involving  production 
of  large  numbers  of  items,  the  products 
group  themselves  into  the  so-called  bell- 
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shaped  or  normal  distribution  which  al¬ 
lows  for  measurement  of  central  tend¬ 
ency  and  variation  and  forms  the  basis 
of  scientiflc  quality  controL 

Tests  performed  by  the  NHTSA  and 
described  in  the  paper  cited  above  have 
shown  conclusively  that  different  pro¬ 
duction  tires  exhibit  considerable  differ¬ 
ences  in  their  variability  about  their  re¬ 
spective  average  values.  Thus,  two  differ¬ 
ent  tire  brands  might  have  identical  av¬ 
erage  values  for  treadwear,  but  differ 
markedly  in  their  variance  or  standard 
deviation.  These  differences  would  prob¬ 
ably  be  attributable  to  differences  in 
process  and  quality  controL 

Recognition  of  differences  in  inherent 
variability  among  tire  manufacturers 
and  tire  lines  is  of  the  utmost  Importance 
to  the  consumer.  The  average  or  mean 
measure  of  a  group  of  tires  does  not  pro¬ 
vide  sufficient  information  to  enable  the 
consumer  to  make  an  Informed  choice.  If 
one  tire  on  a  user’s  car  wears  out  in 
10,000  miles,  the  fact  that  the  “average” 
tire  of  that  type  wears  to  25,000  miles  in 
the  same  driving  environment  does  not 
alter  his  need  to  purchase  a  new  tire. 
Ideally,  the  consumer  might  be  provided 
with  more  information  if  he  were  given 
a  measure  of  the  mean  (central  tend¬ 
ency)  and  standard  deviatlcm  (variabil¬ 
ity)  for  each  tire  type,  but  the  complexity 
and  possible  confusion  generated  by  such 
a  system  would  negate  its  advantages. 
In  the  NHTSA’s  judgment,  the  most 
valuable  single  grade  for  the  consumer 
is  one  corresponding  to  a  level  of  per¬ 
formance  which  he  can  be  restsonably 
certain  is  exceeded  by  the  universe  popu¬ 
lation  for  that  tire  brand  and  line. 

As  with  the  other  consumer  informa¬ 
tion  regulations  issued  by  this  agency,  a 
grade  represents  a  minimum  perform¬ 
ance  figure  to  which  every  tire  is  ex¬ 
pected  to  conform  if  tested  by  the  gov¬ 
ernment  under  the  procedures  set  forth 
in  the  rule.  'Thus,  any  manufacturer  in 
doubt  about  the  performance  capabili¬ 
ties  of  a  line  of  his  tires  is  free  to  as¬ 
sign  a  lower  grade  than  what  might  ac¬ 
tually  be  achieved,  and  he  is  expected  to 
ensure  that  substantially  all  the  tires 
marked  with  a  particular  grade  are  capa¬ 
ble  of  achieving  it. 

Homogeneity  of  course  monitoring 
tires.  Another  aspect  of  the  Notice  12 
proposal  which  generated  much  con¬ 
troversy  is  the  adoption  by  the  NHTSA 
of  production  tires  for  use  as  course 
monitoring  tires.  'The  commenters  sug¬ 
gested  that  changes  in  course  severity  be 
monitored  instead  by  tires  manufac- 
tmed  under  rigidly  specified  conditions 
to  ensure  homogeneity.  Because  varia¬ 
tions  in  the  performance  of  course  moni¬ 
toring  tires  are  reflected  in  treadwear 
projections  for  all  candidate  tires,  it 
follows  that  the  more  homogeneous 
the  universe  of  the  monitoring  tires, 
the  more  precisely  the  performance  of 
the  candidate  tires  can  be  graded.  The 
NHTSA  is  in  complete  accord  with  the 
industry’s  desire  to  minimise  the  varia¬ 
bility  of  tires  chosen  for  course  monitor¬ 
ing.  The  development  of  specifications 
for  special  “control  tires”,  in  which  ma¬ 
terials,  processing,  and  other  conditions 


.are  rigidly  controlled  to  a  degree  beyond 
that  possible  for  mass  production,  will 
continue.  The  NHTSA  hopes  to  work  with 
the  tire  industry  to  reduce  the  variabil¬ 
ity  of  course  monitoring  tires  to  the 
maximum  extent  possible.  However,  it 
should  be  noted  that  an  earlier  version 
of  this  regulation  had  to  be  revoked  due 
to  the  difficulty  in  obtaining  such  “con¬ 
trol  tires.”  Recent  tests  (summarized  in 
the  paper  cited  above)  demonstrate  that 
implementation  of  a  viable  treadwear 
grading  system  need  not  be  delayed  fur¬ 
ther,  pending  development  of  special 
tires.  In  these  tests,  the  current  radial 
CMTs — Goodyear  Custom  Steelgards 
chosen  from  a  single,  short  production 
run— show  a  coefficient  of  variation 
(standard  deviation  of  wear  rate  divided 
by  mean)  of  4.9  percent.  This  degree  of 
uniformity  is  commensurate  with  univer¬ 
sally  accepted  criteria  for  test  control 
pmposes.  Hence,  grading  of  radial  tires 
may  be  started  immediately.  The  tenta¬ 
tively  adopted  bias  and  bias-belted  CMTs 
showed  coefficients  of  variation  of  7.3 
percent  and  12.4  percent,  respectively. 
Existing  test  data  indicate  that  the 
NHTSA  will  be  able  to  identify  and  pro¬ 
cure  other  tires  of  these  two  construction 
types,  exhibiting  homogeneity  compa¬ 
rable  to  the  current  radial  CTMTs,  in  time 
for  testing  in  accordance  with  the  imple¬ 
mentation  schedule  set  out  below.  In  any 
event,  the  variability  of  course  monitor¬ 
ing  tires  will  be  taken  into  account  by 
the  NHTSA  in  connection  with  its  com¬ 
pliance  testing.  At  worst,  the  degree  of 
grading  imprecision  associated  with 
CTMT  variability  will  be  no  greater  than 
one-half  the  levels  measiured  for  the 
current  bias  and  bias-belted  tire  lots,  be¬ 
cause  the  standard  deviation  for  the  av¬ 
erage  of  a  set  of  four  tires  is  equal  to 
one-half  that  of  the  universe  standard 
deviation.  It  is  the  NHTSA’s  judgment 
that  treadwear  grades  of  this  level  of 
precision  will  provide  substantially  more 
meaningful  information  to  the  ptrospec- 
tive  tire  buyer  than  is  currently  available. 

To  make  efficient  use  of  the  available 
CMTs.  the  NHTSA  expects  to  conduct 
treadwear  tests  with  us^  CMTs,  as  well 
as  with  new  ones.  'This  will  not  affect  any 
mileage  projections,  because  the  inher¬ 
ent  wear  rate  of  Ures  is  constant  after 
break-in.  Test  results  will  be  discarded 
if  the  treadwear  indicators  are  showing 
on  any  of  the  CTMTs  at  the  end  of  a  test. 

The  need  for  three  separate  course 
monitoring  tires.  Many  commenters  sug¬ 
gested  that  a  single  CMT  of  the  bias-ply 
type  be  used,  arguing  that  the  use  of  a 
different  C7MT  for  each  general  con¬ 
struction  type  would  create  three  sep¬ 
arate  treadwear  rating  syst^ns.  These 
suggestions  appear  to  result  from  a  mis- 
understsmding  of  the  role  of  the  course 
mcMiitoring  tires.  They  are  not  used  as 
yardsticks  against  which  candidate  tires 
are  graded.  Instead,  they  are  used  to 
monitor  changes  in  the  severity  of  the 
test  course.  Experiments  performed  by 
the  NH'TSA  (Brenner.  P.  C.  and  Kondo, 
A..  “Elements  in  the  Road  Evaluation  of 
Tire  Wear”.  “Tire  Science  and  Tech- 
nfriogy.”  VoL  1.  No.  1,  February  1973,  p. 
17 — General  Reference  entry  No.  17  in 


this  docket)  show  that  changes  in  test 
course  severity  will  affect  tires  of  differ¬ 
ing  construction  types  to  differing  de¬ 
grees.  Pot  example,  the  improvement  in 
projected  tread  life  from  the  severest  to 
the  mildest  test  courses  in  the  experi¬ 
ments  was  12  percent  for  bias  tires,  yet 
it  was  91  percent  for  bias-belted  tires 
and  140  percent  for  radial  tires.  In  fact, 
a  variety  of  factors  influence  course 
severity,  each  having  different  relative 
effects  en  the  various  tire  ty];}es.  There¬ 
fore.  the  use  of  a  single  course  monitor¬ 
ing  tire  on  courses  of  varying  severity,  or 
even  on  a  given  course  whose  severity  is 
subject  to  variation  due  to  weather  and 
road  wear,  would  not  permit  the  correct 
adjustment  of  measured  wear  rates  for 
environmental  influences.  Only  with  a 
CMT  for  each  construction  type  can  a 
single,  imiform  treadwear  grading  sys* 
tem  be  established. 

Expression  of  treadioear  grades.  The 
system  of  treadwear  grading  proposed 
in  Notice  12  specified  six  grades,  as 
follows: 

Orade  X  (projected  mileage  leas  than 

15,000) 

Grade  15  (projected  mileage  at  least  15,000) 
Grade  25  (projected  mileage  at  least  2S,(X)0) 
Grade  35  (projected  mUeage  at  least  85,000) 
Grade  45  (projected  mileage  at  least  46,000) 
Grade  60  (projected  mileage  at  least  80,000) 

Among  the  objections  to  this  proposal 
was  that  small  differences  in  actual 
treadwear  in  the  vicinity  of  grade 
boundaries  would  be  misrepresented  as 
large  differences  because  of  the  breadth 
of  the  predetermined  categories.  The 
NHTSA  was  also  concerned  that  the 
broad  categories  could  In  some  cases  re¬ 
duce  the  desirable  competitive  impact 
of  the  treadwear  grading  system  if  tires 
of  substantially  differing  treadwear 
performance  were  grouped  in  the  same 
grade.  For  these  reasons,  a  relatively 
cemtinuous  grading  system  was  proposed 
in  Notice  IS,  in  which  tires  would  be 
graded  with  two  digit  numbers  repre¬ 
senting  their  minimum  projected  mile¬ 
ages  in  thousands  of  miles  as  determined 
on  the  San  Angelo  test  course.  ’The  major 
objection  to  both  of  these  proposals  was 
that  grades  expressing  projected  mile¬ 
ages  would  lead  consumers  to  expect 
every  tire  to  yield  its  indicated  mileage. 
The  manufacturers  were  especially  con¬ 
cerned  that  this  would  subject  them  to 
implied  warranty  obligations,  despite  the 
disclaimer  on  the  label.  'The  NHTSA  re¬ 
mains  convinced  that  treetdwear  grades 
vdilch  are  directly  related  to  projected 
mileages  are  the  most  appropriate  way 
of  expressing  treadwear  performance.  To 
overcome  any  possible  misinterpreta¬ 
tion  by  consumers,  the  grading  systmt 
established  today  is  changed  from  that 
of  Notice  15  to  indicate  relative  per¬ 
formance  on  a  percentage  basis,  as  de¬ 
scribed  above.  This  decision  is  bcMed  tn 
part  upon  the  fact  that  testing  per¬ 
formed  to  date  on  the  San  Angelo  course 
has  given  projected  mileages  that  are 
generally  higher  than  those  the  average 
user  will  obtain:  i.e.,  it  appeeus  to  be  a 
relatively  mild  course. 

Wheel  alignment  procedure.  T^st  ve¬ 
hicle  whe^  alignment  procedures  re¬ 
ceived  considerable  comment.  Notice  12 
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proposed  alignment  to  vehicle  manu¬ 
facturer’s  specifications  after  vehicle 
loading.  Notice  15  proposed  that  this  be 
done  before  loading,  and  that  the 
measurements  taken  after  loading  be 
used  as  a  basis  for  setting  alignment  for 
the  duration  of  the  test.  The  majority  of 
the  commenters  strongly  favor^  a  re¬ 
turn  to  the  original  procedure.  The 
NHTSA  takes  particular  cognizance  of 
the  fact  that  those  commenters  who 
have  actually  tried  both  procedures  in 
testing  at  San  Angelo  find  the  procedure 
of  Notice  12  to  be  satisfactory  and 
practicable,  and  that  of  Notice  15  to  be 
imusable.  IJHTSA  representatives  at 
San  Angelo  have  reported  satisfactory 
operation  on  a  variety  of  vehicles  using 
the  originally  proposed  procedure,  and 
have  not  observed  any  imeven  tire  wear 
that  woiild  Indicate  alignment  problems. 
For  these  recusons,  the  final  rule  pre¬ 
scribes  alignment  procedures  which  are 
identical  with  those  proposed  in  Notice 
12. 

Tire  rotation  procedure.  Several  com¬ 
menters  objected  to  using  the  proposed 
*‘X”  rotation  procedure  for  testing  radial 
tires.  The  NHTSA  is  aware  that  this 
lMX>cedure  differs  from  that  recom¬ 
mended  by  many  groups  for  consiuners’ 
use.  While  smne  vehicle  and  tire  manu¬ 
facturers  recommend  that  radial  tires 
be  rotated  only  fore-aft,  others  recom¬ 
mend  no  rotation  at  all  and  yet  others 
are  silent  on  the  subject.  The  primary 
reason  for  theee  other  methods  appears 
to  be  to  Improve  passenger  comfort  by 
reducing  vibration.  No  data  have  been 
sulHnltted,  however,  to  suggest  that  the 
proposed  method  has  adverse  or  un¬ 
even  effect  on  radial  tire  wear.  Further, 
this  method  has  the  advantage,  for 
treadwear  testing,  of  balacing  out  any 
side-to-slde  or  axle  wear  differences  at¬ 
tributable  to  the  vehicle  or  to  the  course. 
Accordingly,  the  proposed  tire  rotation 
method  has  been  adopted  without 
change. 

Choice  of  grooves  to  be  measured.  Some 
commenters  suggested  that  treadwear 
projections  be  calculated  from  measure¬ 
ments  of  the  most  worn  grooves  on  can¬ 
didate  tires,  rather  than  from  the  aver¬ 
ages  of  measurements  made  in  all 
grooves.  It  was  argued  that,  because 
many  States  require  replacement  of 
passenger  car  tires  when  treadwear  indi¬ 
cators  appear  in  any  two  adjacent 
grooves,  the  proposed  method  of  calcula¬ 
tion  would  yield  misleadingly  high  pro¬ 
jections.  Analysis  of  projections  based  on 
both  methods  (Brenner,  F.  C.  and  Kondo, 
A.,  “Patterns  of  Tread  Wear  and  Esti¬ 
mated  Tread  Life,”  “Tire  Science  and 
Technology,”  Vol.  2,  No.  1,  1973 — <3en- 
erela  Referencse  entry  no.  27  in  this  dock¬ 
et)  shows  a  high  correlation  between 
the  resulting  tire  rankings.  Because  the 
treadwear  grading  system  established  to¬ 
day  is  based  on  r^ative  performance, 
there  is  no  disadvantage  in  adopting  the 
proposed  method.  On  a  related  issue,  the 
E.T  Jt.T.O.  pointed  out  that  some  grooves 
near  the  tire  shoulder  which  are  designed 
only  for  esthetic  reasons  exhibit  prac¬ 
tically  no  wear,  and  suggested  that  mea¬ 
surements  be  made  only  in  those  grooves 


which  contain  treadwear  indicators.  This 
suggestion  has  been  adopted. 

Calculation  of  projected  mileage.  Sev¬ 
eral  methods  for  calculating  the  tire 
wear  rates  to  be  used  in  determining  pro¬ 
jected  mileages  were  considered.  Notice 
12  proposed  calculating  the  geometric 
mean  of  the  wear  rates  measured  for 
each  800-mile  increment.  This  approach 
was  rejected  because  the  geometric  mean 
is  extremely  sensitive  to  inaccurate  read¬ 
ings  in  any  single  measurement.  Use  of 
the  sirithmetic  mean  of  the  Incremental 
wear  rates  appears  to  be  the  general  in¬ 
dustry  practice.  Unfortunately,  however, 
the  intermediate  readings  have  no  effect 
on  such  a  calculation,  because  the  result 
is  a  fimctlon  only  of  the  initial  tread 
depth  (after  break-in)  and  that  mea¬ 
sured  6,400  miles  later.  Therefore,  a  wear 
rate  calculated  by  the  industry  method 
is  extremely  sensitive  to  errors  in  these 
two  measurements.  In  Notice  15,  the 
NHTSA  proposed  that  wear  rate  be  cal¬ 
culated  by  the  least-squares  regression 
method,  as  described  above.  This  ap¬ 
proach  has  the  advantage  of  weighting 
all  measurements  and  minimizing  the 
effect  of  inaccurate  readings,  so  it  has 
been  adopted. 

Differing  tires  on  a  single  test  vehicle. 
Uniroyal  and  the  E.TJEl.T.O.  argued  that 
each  test  convoy  vehicle  should  be 
equipped  with  four  identical  tires; 
the  reason  given  was  that  otherwise, 
the  performance  of  a  candidate  tire 
would  be  a  fimation  of  the  tires 
chosen  by  the  NHTSA  for  use  on 
the  other  axle  of  the  test  vehicle 
during  compliance  testing.  The  NHTSA 
is  unaware  of  any  data  that  sup¬ 
port  this  position.  The  rule  adopted  to¬ 
day  requl^  that  aH  vehicles  in  a  single 
convoy  be  equipped  with  tires  of  the  same 
general  constniction  tsrpe,  and  that  all 
tires  on  a  single  vehicle  be  of  the  same 
size  designation.  In  extensive  testing  at 
San  Angelo  with  this  procedure,  none  of 
the  suggested  undesirable  variations  has 
been  cAxserved. 

Differing  test  vehicles  in  a  single  con¬ 
voy.  Several  commenters  suggested  that 
the  rule  specify  that  all  vehicles  in  a 
given  convoy  be  identical,  to  reduce  vari¬ 
ations  in  projected  treadlife.  The 
NHTSA  is  in  complete  agreement  with 
the  premise  that  those  variaUes  which 
can  be  identified  and  which  can  affect 
treadwear  results  should  be  controlled  as 
closely  as  is  feasible.  Variaticms  in  ve¬ 
hicle  type,  however,  do  not  appear  to  pro¬ 
duce  significant  variations  in  treadwear 
projections.  Nevertheless,  to  minimize 
such  variations,  tires  will  be  tested  for 
compliance  only  on  vehicles  for  which 
they  are  available  as  original  equipment 
or  recommended  replacement  options. 
Where  practical,  all  vehicles  in  a 'given 
convoy  will  be  of  the  same  make.  How¬ 
ever,  to  test  tires  designed  for  the  range 
of  wheel  sizes  available,  the  suggested 
method  would  require  a  proliferation  of 
course  monitoring  tires,  one  for  each 
combination  of  wheel  size  and  construc¬ 
tion  type.  Therefore,  the  suggestion  has 
not  been  adopted. 

Accuracy  of  tread  depth  measure¬ 
ments.  The  RMA  suggested  that  the 


Interval  between  measurements  be  in¬ 
creased  to  1,600  miles  to  reduce  the  ef¬ 
fects  of  measurement  error.  However, 
if  this  Interval  were  used  Instead  of  800 
miles,  only  five  readings  would  be  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  6,400  mile  treadwear  test, 
so  errors  in  any  one  reading  would  result 
in  a  greater  overall  error.  A  recently  com¬ 
pleted  study  (Kondo,  A.  and  Brenner, 
P.  C.,  “Report  on  Round-Robin  Groove 
Depth  Measuring  Ebcperiment,”  “NHTSA 
Technical  Note  T-1012,”  March  1976— 
General  Reference  entry  No.  44  in  this 
docket)  shows  that  variations  among 
measurements  of  the  same  tread  depth 
by  different  operators  do  not  present  a 
serious  problem.  The  study  found  that 
the  only  significant  variations  in  meas¬ 
urement  results  occur  as  a  result  of  dif¬ 
ferences  in  measuring  techniques  be¬ 
tween  different  laboratories.  Since  these 
techniques  are  consistent  within  a  given 
laboratory,  the  different  laboratories  ar¬ 
rive  at  the  same  resiilts  in  terms  of  the 
slope  of  the  tread  depth  regression  line 
that  is  the  basis  of  the  treadwear  grade. 

Tbaction 

Traction  grades  are  based  on  a  tire’s 
traction  ooefflclent  as  measured  on  two 
wet  skid  pads,  one  of  asphalt  and  one  of 
oonorete.  Because  a  method  for  produc^g 
Identical  skid  test  surfaces  at  different 
sites  has  not  yet  been  developed,  the 
NHTSA  has  establishe  two  slid  pads, 
described  in  Appendix  B,  near  the  tread¬ 
wear  tost  course  in  San  Angelo.  These 
pads  represent  typical  highway  surfaces. 
The  asphalt  siurface  has  a  traction  coef¬ 
ficient,  when  tested  wet  using  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Society  for  Testing  and  Materisds 
(ASTM)  E  601  tire,  of  0.50±;0.10.  The 
concrete  surface  was  described  in  Notice 
12  as  having  a  traction  coefficient,  when 
similarly  tested,  of  0.47  ±0.05.  Due  to  sur¬ 
face  polishing,  this  coefficient  has  de¬ 
clined  and  stabilized  at  0.35±0.10.  As 
with  the  treadwear  course,  these  pads  are 
available  for  use  by  manufacturers  as 
well  as  the  agency.  For  allocations  of  test 
time,  industry  members  should  contact 
the  NHTSA  facility  manager  at  the  above 
address. 

Before  each  candidate  tire  test,  the 
traction  coefficient  of  each  surface  is 
measured  with  two  ASTM  tires  to  moni¬ 
tor  variations  in  the  surface,  using  a  two- 
wheeled  test  trailer  built  in  accordance 
with  ASTM  Method  E-274-70.  The  can¬ 
didate  tire’s  traction  coefficient  is  simi¬ 
larly  measured  on  each  surface,  and  then 
adjusted  by  adding  a  fixed  coefficient 
(0.50  for  asphalt,  0.35  for  concrete)  and 
subtracting  the  average  coefficient  ob¬ 
tained  from  measurements  with  the  two 
ASTM  tires. 

The  tire  Industry’s  major  objection  to 
the  proposed  rule  was  that,  with  four 
possible  grades  for  traction,  two  tires 
might  be  graded  differently  without  a 
meaningful  difference  in  their  perform¬ 
ance.  'The  RMA  suggested  a  scheme  with 
two  grade  categories  above  a  minimum 
requirement.  The  rule  issued  today,  by 
setting  two  threshold  levels  of  perform¬ 
ance.  establishes  three  grades:  “0”,  for 
performance  below  the  first  threshold; 
for  performance  above  the  first 
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threshold;  and  for  performance 

above  the  second  threshold.  The 
NHTSA  is  convinced  that  the  grades 
thus  defined  refiect  significant  differ¬ 
ences  in  traction  performance. 

Firestone  suggested  that  further 
testing  may  demonstrate  that  only  one 
pad  is  necessary  to  give  the  best  and 
most  consistently  repeatable  results. 
However,  the  ranking  of  a  group  of  tires 
based  on  their  performance  on  one  sur¬ 
face  can  differ  from  their  ranking  on 
another  surface.  In  fact,  one  tire  manu¬ 
facturer  suggested  that  an  additional 
surface  of  low  coefficient  be  included  in 
the  testing  scheme  for  this  reason.  The 
NHTSA  agrees  that  an  additional  sur¬ 
face  may  increase  the  utility  of  the 
traction  grading  system,  and  anticipates 
a  proposed  to  implement  this  suggestion 
in  the  future. 

The  suggestion  of  Pirelli,  that  meas¬ 
urements  be  msMle  dxiring  the  period  be¬ 
tween  0.5  and  1.5  seconds  after  wheel 
lockup  instead  of  the  period  between  0.2 
and  1.2  seconds,  has  been  adopted.  To 
permit  more  efficient  use  of  the  skid 
pads,  the  rule  specifies  a  test  sequence 
which  differs  slightly  from  that  orig¬ 
inally  proposed :  “Instead  of  being  tested 
repeatedly  on  the  asphalt  pad  and  then 
repeatedly  on  the  concrete  pad,  each 
tire  is  nm  alternately  over  the  two  pads. 
A  change  in  paragraph  (f)  (2)  (i)  (A) 
permits  tires  to  be  conditioned  on  the 
test  trailer  as  an  alternative  to  condi¬ 
tioning  on  a  passenger  car.  Another 
change  facilitates  the  use  of  trailers 
with  instrumentation  on  only  one  side, 
which  had  been  inadvertently  pre¬ 
cluded  by  the  wording  of  the  proposed 
rule. 

TEMPERATXniB  RESISTANCE 

The  major  objection  to  the  proposed 
hls^  speed  performance  grading  scheme 
was  that  it  was  neither  necessary  nor 
beneficial  to  the  consumer.  Several  com- 
menters  pointed  out  that  Standard  No. 
109  specifies  testing  a  tire  against  a  lab¬ 
oratory  wheel  at  a  speed  corresponding 
to  85  mph,  and  argued  that  certification 
of  a  tire  to  this  minimum  requirement 
provides  the  consiuner  with  adequate  in¬ 
formation  about  Its  performance  at  all 
expected  driving  spee^.  They  suggested 
th^  only  one  higher  grade  be  estab¬ 
lished.  for  tires  designed  to  be  used  mi 
emergency  vehicles.  Some  commenters 
indicated  that,  as  proposed,  the  rule 
seemed  tx>  condone  or  even  encourage  the 
unsafe  operation  of  motor  vehicles  above 
legal  speed  limits.  To  preclude  this  mis¬ 
interpretation.  the  thlid  tire  character¬ 
istic  to  be  graded  has  been  renamed 
“temperature  resistance".  The  grade  Is 
Indicative  of  the  running  temperatiu*e  of 
the  tire.  Sustained  high  temperature  can 
cause  the  material  of  the  tire  to  degen¬ 
erate  and  reduce  tire  life,  and  excessive 
temperature  can  lead  to  sudden  tire  fail¬ 
ure.  Therefore,  the  distinctions  provided 
by  three  grades  of  temperature  resist¬ 
ance  are  meaningful  to  the  consiuner. 
Except  fm*  the  name  change,  this  aspect 
of  quality  grading  has  been  adopted  as 
proposed.  A  grade  of  “C"  corresponds  to 
the  minimum  requirements  of  Standard 


No.  109.  “B”  indicates  completion  of  the 
500  rpm  test  stage  specified  in  paragraph 
(g)(9),  while  “A"  indicates  completion 
of  the  575  rpm  test  stage. 

Provision  or  Osaoing  Information 

Several  commenters  objected  to  the 
proposed  tread  label  requlrmnent,  sug¬ 
gesting  that  point-of-sale  material  such 
as  posters  and  leafiets  could  provide  the 
consumer  with  adequate  information 
about  tire  grades.  For  the  reasons  dis¬ 
cussed  in  Notice  12.  the  NHTSA  Is  c<m- 
vinced  that  labels  affixed  to  the  tread  of 
the  tire  are  the  only  satisfactcny  method 
of  providing  complete  information  to  re¬ 
placement  tire  purchasers.  Therefore, 
the  scheme  of  transmitting  quality  grad¬ 
ing  information  to  consumers,  combin¬ 
ing  sidewall  molding,  tread  labels,  and 
point-of-sale  materials,  has  been  adopted 
substantially  as  proposed.  A  change  in 
paragraph  (d)  (1)  (11)  clarifies  the  respec¬ 
tive  duties  of  v^cle  manufacturers  and 
tire  manufacturers  to  provide  Informa¬ 
tion  for  prospective  purchasers. 

Several  vehicle  manufacturers  re¬ 
quested  that  new  vehicles  not  be  required 
to  be  equipped  with  graded  tires  until  six 
months  after  the  date  that  tires  must  be 
graded.  These  commenters  appear  to 
have  misunderstood  the  scope  of  the 
quality  grading  standard.  The  NHTSA 
exp>ect8  that  tires  which  comply  with  the 
standard  will  appear  on  new  v^icles  as 
Inventories  of  ungraded  tires  are  de¬ 
pleted.  Part  575.6  requires  of  the  vehicle 
manufacturer  only  that  he  provide  the 
specified  information  to  purchasers  and 
prospective  purchasers  when  he  equips  a 
vehicle  with  one  or  more  tires  manufac¬ 
tured  after  the  applicable  effective  date 
of  this  rule. 

The  NHTSA  has  determined  that  an 
Inflationary  Impact  Statement  Is  not  re¬ 
quired  pursuant  to  Executive  Order 
11821.  Industry  cost  estimates  and  an  in¬ 
flation  impcu^  review  are  filed  in  public 
Docket  No.  25.  This  review  Includes  an 
evaluation  of  the  expected  cost  of  the 
rule. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  a 
new  §  575.104,  “Uniform  Tire  Quality 
Grading  Standards"  is  added  to  49  (TFR 
Part  575,  to  read  as  set  forth  below. 

Effective  dates.  For  all  requirements 
other  than  the  molding  requirement  of 
paragraph  (d)  (1)  (1)  (A) :  January  1, 
1976,  tor  radial  ply  tires;  July  1.  1976, 
for  bias-belted  tires;  January  1,  1977, 
for  bias  ply  tires.  For  paragraph  (d)  (1) 
(1)  (A) ;  July  1,  1976,  for  radial  ply  tires; 
January  1.  1977,  for  bias-belted  Ures; 
July  1,  1977,  for  bias-ply  tires. 

(Secs.  103.  lia,  119.  201,  203;  Pub.  L.  89-563. 
80  Stat.  718  (16  VS.C.  1892.  1401,  1407,  1421, 
1423):  delegation  of  authority  at  49  CFZt 
1.61.) 

Issued  on  May  20,  1975. 

James  B.  Gregory, 
Administrator. 

§  575.104  Uniform  tire  quality  grading 
standarda. 

(a).  Scope.  This  section  requires  motor 
vehicle  and  tire  manufacturers  and  tire 
brand  name  owners  to  provide  Informa- 
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tion  indicating  the  relative  performance 
of  passenger  car  tires  In  the  areas  of 
treadwear,  traction,  and  temperature 
resistance. 

(b)  Purpose.  The  purpose  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  Is  to  aid  the  consumer  In  making  an 
informed  choice  in  the  purchase  of  pas¬ 
senger  car  tires. 

(c)  Application.  This  section  applies 
to  new  pneumatic  tires  for  use  on  pas¬ 
senger  cars  manufactured  after  1948. 
However,  this  section  does  not  apply  to 
deep  tread,  winter-type  snow  tires. 

(d)  Requirements — (1)  Information. 
(i)  Each  manufacturer  of  tires,  or  in  the 
case  of  tires  marketed  under  a  brand 
name,  each  brand  name  owner,  shall  pro¬ 
vide  grading  information  for  each  tire 
of  which  he  is  the  manufacturer  or 
brand  name  owner  in  the  manner  set 
forth  In  paragraphs  (d)(l)(i)(A)  and 
(d)  (1)  (1)  (B)  of  this  section.  The  grades 
for  each  tire  shall  be  only  those  specified 
in  paragraph  (d)  (2)  of  this  section.  Each 
tire  shall  be  able  to  achieve  the  level  of 
performance  represented  by  each  grade 
with  which  it  is  labeled.  An  individual 
tire  need  not,  however,  meet  furthe  re¬ 
quirements  after  having  been  subjected 
to  the  test  for  any  one  grade. 

(A)  Each  tire  shall  be  graded  with  the 
words,  letters,  symbols,  and  figures  spec¬ 
ified  In  paragraph  (d)  (2)  of  this  section, 
permanently  molded  into  or  onto  the  tire 
sidewall  between  the  tire’s  maximum 
section  width  and  shoulder  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  one  of  the  methods  described 
In  Figure  1. 

(B)  Each  tire,  except  a  tire  sold  as 
original  equipment  on  a  new  vehicle, 
shall  have  affixed  to  its  tread  surface  in 
a  manner  such  that  It  is  not  easily  re¬ 
movable  a  label  containing  Its  grades 
and  other  information  in  the  form  Illus¬ 
trated  In  Figure  2.  The  treadwear  grade 
attributed  to  the  tire  shall  be  either  Im¬ 
printed  or  Indelibly  stamped  on  the  label 
adjacent  to  the  description  of  the  tread¬ 
wear  grade.  Hie  label  shall  also  depict 
all  possible  grades  for  traction  and  tem¬ 
perature  resistance.  The  traction  and 
temperature  resistance  performance 
grades  attributed  to  the  tire  shall  be  in¬ 
delibly  circled. 

(11)  In  the  case  of  information  re¬ 
quired  in  accordance  with  S  575.6(c)  to 
be  furnished  to  prospective  purchasers 
of  motor  vehicles  and  tires,  each  vdiicle 
manufacturer  and  each  tire  manufao- 
turer  or  brand  name  owner  shall  as  part 
of  that  information  list  all  possible 
grades  for  traction  and  temperature  r»- 
slstance,  and  restate  verbatim  the  ex¬ 
planations  for  each  performance  area 
specified  in  Figure  2.  The  information 
need  not  be  in  the  same  format  as  in 
Figure  2.  but  must  Indicate  clearly  and 
unambiguously  the  grade  In  each  per¬ 
formance  area  for: 

(A)  In  the  case  of  a  vehicle  manufac¬ 
turer,  each  tire  offered  for  sale  on  a  new 
motor  vehicle:  and 

(B)  In  the  case  of  a  tire  manufacturer 
or  brand  name  owner,  each  tire  of  that 
manufacturer  or  brand  name  owner 
offered  for  sale  at  the  particular  loca¬ 
tion. 
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(lii)  In  the  case  of  information  re¬ 
quired  in  accordance  with  S  575.6(a)  to 
^  furnished  to  the  first  purchaser  of  a 
new  motor  vehicle,  each  manufacturer 
of  motor  vehicles  shall  as  part  of  that 
information  list  an  possible  grades  for 
traction  and  temperature  resistance  and 
restate  verbatim  the  explanation  for 
each  performance  area  specified  in  Fig¬ 
ure  2.  The  information  need  not  be  in 
the  format  of  Figure  2,  but  must  clearly 
and  unambiguously  in^cate  the  quality 
grades  for  the  tires  with  which  the  vehi¬ 
cle  is  equipped. 

(2)  Performance — (1)  Treadwear. 
Each  tire  shall  be  graded  for  treadwear 
performance  with  the  word  “TREAD¬ 
WEAR”  foUowed  by  a  number  of  two  or 
three  digits  representing  the  tire’s  grade 
for  treadwear,  expressed  as  a  percentage 
of  the  NHTSA  nominal  treadwear  value, 
when  tested  in  accordance  with  the  con¬ 
ditions  and  procedures  specified  in 
paragraph  (e)  of  this  section.  Treadwear 
grades  shall  be  multiples  of  10  (e.g.,  80, 
150). 

(ii)  Traction.  Each  tire  shall  be  graded 
for  traction  performance  with  the  word 
“TRACTION,”  followed  by  the  sym¬ 
bols  0,  •.  or  ••  (either  asterisks  or  5- 
pointed  stars)  when  the  tire  is  tested  in 
accordance  with  the  conditions  and  pro¬ 
cedures  specified  in  paragraph  (f )  of  this 
section. 

(A)  'The  tire  shall  be  graded  0  when 
the  adjusted  traction  coefficient  is 
either: 

(1)  0.38  or  less  when  tested  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  paragraph  (f)  (2)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  on  the  asphalt  surface  specified  in 
paragraph  (f)(l)(i)  of  this  section,  or 

(2)  0.26  ffl*  less  when  tested  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  paragraph  (f)  (2)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  on  the  (x>ncrete  surface  specified  in 
paragraph  (D  (1)  (1)  of  this  section. 

(B)  'Die  tire  may  be  graded  •  only 
when  its  adjusted  traction  coefficient  is 
both: 

(1)  More  than  0.38  vdien  tested  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  paragraph  (f)  (2)  of  this 
section  on  the  asphalt  surface  specified 
in  paragraph  (f)  (1)  (i)  of  this  section, 
and 

(2)  More  than  0.26  when  tested  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  paragraph  (f)  (2)  of  this 
section  on  the  concrete  surface  speci¬ 
fied  in  paragraph  (f)  (1)  (1)  of  this  sec- 
tUm. 

(C)  The  tire  may  be  graded  ••  only 
when  its  adjusted  h^tion  coefficient  is 
both: 

(1)  McH«  than  0.47  when  tested  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  paragraph  (f)  (2)  of  this 
section  on  the  asphalt  surface  specified 
in  paragraph  (f)  (1)  (i)  of  this  section, 
and 

(2)  More  than  0.35  when  tested  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  paragraph  (f)  (2),  of  this 
section  on  the  concrete  surface  specified 
in  paragraph  (f)(l)(i)  of  this  section. 

(iii)  Temperature  resistance.  Each  tire 
shall  be  graded  for  temperatiur  resist- 
ance  performance  with  the  word  “TEM¬ 
PERATURE”  followed  by  the  letter  A, 
B,  or  C,  based  on  its  performance  when 
the  tire  is  tested  in  accordance  with  the 
procedures  specified  in  paragraph  (g) 


of  this  section.  A  tire  shall  be  considered 
to  have  successfully  completed  a  test 
stage  in  accordance  with  this  paragraph 
if,  at  the  end  of  the  test  stage,  it  exhibits 
no  visual  evidence  of  tread,  sidewall,  ply, 
cord,  innertiner  or  bead  separation, 
chunking,  broken  cords,  cracking  or  open 
splices  as  defined  in  §  571.109  of  this 
chapter,  and  the  tire  pressure  is  not  less 
than  the  pressure  specified  in  paragraph 
(g)  (1)  of  this  section. 

(A)  The  tire  shall  be  graded  C  if  it 
fails  to  complete  the  500  rpm  test  stage 
specified  in  paragraph  (g)  (9)  of  this 
section. 

(B)  The  tire  may  be  graded  B  only  if  it 
successfully  completes  the  500  rpm  test 
stage  specified  in  paragraph  (g)  (9)  of 
this  section. 

(C)  The  tire  may  be  graded  A  only  if 
It  successfully  completes  the  575  rpm 
test  stage  specified  in  paragraph  (g)  (9) 
of  this  section. 

(e)  Treadwear  grading  conditions  and 
procedures — (1)  Conditions,  (i)  Tire 
treadwear  performance  is  evaluated  on 
a  specific  roadway  course  approximately 
400  miles  in  length,  which  is  established 
by  the  NHTSA  both  for  its  own  compli¬ 
ance  testing  and  for  that  of  regulated 
persons.  The  course  is  designed  to  pro¬ 
duce  treadwear  rates  that  are  generally 
representative  of  those  encountered  in 
public  use  for  tires  of  differing  construc¬ 
tion  types.  The  course  smd  driving  pro¬ 
cedures  are  described  in  Appendix  A  to 
this  section. 

(li)  Treadwear  grades  are  evaluated 
by  first  measuring  the  performance  of  a 
candidate  tire  on  the  government  test 
course,  and  then  correcting  the  projected 
mileage  obtained  to  accoimt  for  environ¬ 
mental  variations  on  the  basis  of  the 
p^ormance  of  course  monitoring  tires 
of  the  same  general  construction  type 
(bias,  bias-belted,  or  radial)  run  in  the 
same  convoy.  The  three  types  of  coiurse 
monitoring  tires  are  made  available  by 
the  NHTSA  at  Goodfellow  Air  Force 
Base,  San  Angelo,  Texas,  for  purchase  by 
any  persons  conducting  tests  at  the  test 
course. 

(ill)  In  convoy  tests  each  vehicle  in 
the  same  convoy,  except  ior  the  lead  ve¬ 
hicle,  is  throughout  the  test  within 
human  eye  range  of  the  vehicle  immedi¬ 
ately  ahead  of  it. 

(Iv)  A  test  convoy  consists  of  no  more 
than  four  passenger  cars,  each  having 
only  rear-wheel  drive. 

(V)  On  each  convoy  vehicle,  all  tires 
are  moimted  on  Identical  rims:  either 
a  “test  rim”  as  defined  with  respect  to 
that  tire  in  paragraph  S3  of  S  571.109  of 
this  chapter  (Standard  No.  109)  or  any 
other  rim  listed  for  use  with  that  tire  in 
Appendix  A  of  5  571.110  of  this  chapter 
(Standard  No.  110)  having  a  width 
within  —0+0.50  Inches  of  the  “test  rim" 
width. 

(2)  Treadwear  grading  procedure.  (1) 
Equip  a  convoy  with  course  monitoring 
and  candidate  tires  of  the  same  con¬ 
struction  type.  Place  four  course  moni¬ 
toring  tires  on  one  vehicle.  On  each 
other  vehicle,  place  four  candidate  tires 
with  identical  size  designations.  On  each 


axle,  place  tires  that  are  identical  with 
respect  to  manufacturer  and  line. 

(ii)  Infiate  each  candidate  and  each 
course  monitoring  tire  to  an  inflatiem 
pressure  8  pounds  per  square  inch  less 
than  its  maximum  permi^ible  inflation 
pressxire. 

(iii)  Load  each  vehicle  so  that  the 
load  on  each  course  monitoring  and 
candidate  tire  is  85  percent  of  the  load 
specified  in  Appendix  A  of  5  571.109  of 
this  chapter  (Standard  No.  109)  at  the 
inflation  pressure  specified  in  paragraph 
(e)  (2)  (ii)  of  this  section. 

(iv)  Adjust  wheel  alignment  to  that 
specified  by  the  vehicle  manufacturer. 

(v)  Subject  candidate  and  course 
monitoring  tires  to  “break-in"  by  run¬ 
ning  the  tires  in  convoy  for  two  circuits 
of  the  test  roadway  (800  miles).  At  the 
end  of  the  first  circuit,  rotate  each  ve¬ 
hicle’s  tires  by  moving  each  front  tire 
to  the  same  side  of  the  rear  axle  and 
each  rear  tire  to  the  opposite  side  of  the 
front  axle. 

(vl)  After  break-in,  allow  the  tires  to 
cool  to  the  inflation  pressure  specified  in 
paragraph  (e)(2)  (11)  of  this  section  or 
for  two  hours,  whichever  occurs  first. 
Measure,  to  the  nearest  0.001  inch,  the 
tread  depth  of  each  candidate  and  (X)urse 
monitor^  tire,  avoiding  treadwear  in¬ 
dicators,  at  six  equally  spaced  points  in 
each  groove.  For  each  tire  compute 
average  of  the  measurements.  Do  not  in¬ 
clude  those  shoulder  grooves  which  are 
not  provided  with  trecMlwesu*  Indicators. 

(vii)  Adjxist  wheel  alignment  to  the 
manufacturer’s  specifications. 

(vUl)  Drive  the  convoy  on  the  test 
roadway  for  6,400  miles.  After  each  800 
miles: 

(A)  Following  the  procedure  set  out  in 
paragraph  (e)  (2)  (vi)  of  this  section, 
allow  the  tires  to  cool  and  measure  the 
average  tread  depth  of  each  tire; 

(B)  Rotate  each  vehicle’s  tires  by  mov¬ 
ing  each  front  tire  to  the  same  side  of  the 
rear  axle  and  each  rear  tire  to  the  oppo¬ 
site  side  of  the  front  axle. 

(C)  Rotate  the  vehicles  in  the  convoy 
by  moving  the  last  vehicle  to  the  lead 
position.  Do  not  rotate  driver  position 
within  the  convoy. 

(D)  Adjust  the  wheel  alignment  to  the 
vehicle  mantifacturer’s  specifications,  if 
necessary. 

(ix)  Determine  the  projected  mileage 
for  each  candidate  tire  as  follows: 

(A)  For  each  course  monitoring  and 
candidate  tire  in  the  convoy,  \islng  the 
average  tread  depth  measurements  ob¬ 
tained  in  accordance  with  paragraph  (e) 
(2)  (vl)  of  this  section  and  the  corre¬ 
sponding  mileages  as  data  points,  apply 
the  method  of  least  squares  as  described 
in  Appendix  C  to  this  section  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  estimated  regression  line  of  y 
on  X  given  by  the  following  formula: 


Where: 

y=RveTage  tread  depth  In  mils, 
z=mllefl  after  break-ln, 
s=y  Intercept  of  regression  line  (reference 
tread  depth)  In  mils,  calculated  using 
the  method  of  least  squares;  and 
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b=:th»  slope  of  the  regrosslon  line  in  mils 
of  treed  depth  per  1,000  miles,  eal- 
coleted  ueteg  the  method  of  least 
squaree.  This  slope  will  be  negative  in 
value.  The  tire’s  wear  rate  Is  defined 
as  the  absolute  value  of  the  slope  of 
the  regression  line. 

(B)  Average  the  wear  rates  of  the  four 
course  monitoring  tires  as  determined  in 
accordance  with  paragraph  (e)  (2)  (ix) 

(A)  of  this  section. 

(C)  Determine  the  course  severity  ad¬ 
justment  factor  by  dividing  the  base 
wear  rate  for  the  course  monitoring  Ure 
(see  note  below)  by  the  average  wear 
rate  for  the  four  course  monitoring  tires 
determined  in  accordance  with  para¬ 
graph  (e)  (2)  (ix)  (B)  of  this  section. 

Note:  Ths  base  wear  rates  for  the  course 
monitoring  tires  wUl  be  furnished  to  the 
purchaser  at  the  time  of  purchase. 

(D)  Determine  the  adjusted  wear  rale 
for  ecu:h  candidate  tire  by  multiplying 
Its  wear  rate  determined  in  accordance 
with  paragraph  (e)  (2)  (ix)  (A)  of  this 
section  by  the  course  severity  adjust¬ 
ment  factor  determined  in  accordance 
with  paragraph  (e)  (2)  (lx)  (C)  of  this 
section. 

(E)  Determine  the  projected  mileage 
for  each  candidate  tire  using  the  follow¬ 
ing  formula: 

1000  (a-oa)  . 

Projected  mileage  = - - +800 

Where: 

a  =y  Intercept  of  regression  line  (reference 
tread  depth)  for  the  candidate  tire 
as  determined  In  accordance  with 
paragraph  (e)  (2)  (iz)  (A)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion. 

b'=the  adjusted  wear  rate  for  ttie  candi¬ 
date  tire  as  determined  In  accordance 
with  paragraph  (e)  (2)  (Iz)  (O)  of 
this  section. 

(P)  Compute  the  percentage  of  the 
NHT8A  nominal  treadwear  value  for 
each  candidate  tire  using  the  following 
formula: 

Projected  Mileage^ 

30,000  ^ 

Round  off  the  percentage  to  the  nearest 
lower  10  percent  increment. 

(f)  Traction  grading  conditions  and 
procedures — (1)  Conditions.  (1)  Tire 
traction  performance  is  evaluated  on 
skid  pads  that  are  established,  and  whose 
severity  Is  monitored,  by  the  NHTSA 
both  for  its  compliance  testing  and  for 
that  of  regulated  persons.  The  test  pave¬ 
ments  are  asphalt  and  concrete  sur¬ 
faces  constructed  in  accordance  with  the 
speciflcatlons  for  pads  “C”  and  “A”  in 
the  “Manual  for  the  Construction  and 
Maintenance  of  Skid  Surfaces,”  National 
Technical  Information  Service  No.  DOT- 
HS-800-814.  The  surfaces  have  locked 
wheel  traction  coefficients  when  eval¬ 
uated  in  accordance  with  paragraphs 
(f)(2)(l)  through  (f)  (2)  (vll)  of  this 
section  of  0.50  ±  0.10  for  the  asphalt  and 
0.35  ±  0.10  for  tlie  concrete.  The  location 
of  the  skid  pads  is  described  in  Appendix 
B  to  this  section. 

(11)  llie  standard  tire  Is  the  American 
Society  for  Testing  and  Materials 
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(ASTM)  E  501  “Standard  Tire  for  Pave¬ 
ment  Skid  Resistance  Tests.” 

(ill)  The  pavMnent  surface  is  wetted  in 
accordance  with  paragraph  3.5,  “Pave¬ 
ment  Wetting  System,”  of  ASTM  Method 
E  274-70,  “Skid  Resistance  of  Paved  Sur¬ 
faces  Using  a  Full-Scale  Tire.” 

(iv)  The  test  apparatus  is  a  test  trailer 
built  In  conformity  with  the  specifica¬ 
tions  in  paragraph  3,  “Apparatus”,  of 
ASTM  Method  E  274-70,  and  instru¬ 
mented  in  accordance  with  paragraph 
3.3.2  of  that  method,  except  that  “wheel 
load”  in  paragraph  3.2.2  and  tire  and 
rim  specifications  in  paragriUDh  3.2.3  of 
that  method  are  as  specified  in  the  pro¬ 
cedures  in  paragraph  (f)  (2)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  for  standard  and  candidate  tires. 

(V)  The  test  apparatus  Is  calibrated  in 
accordance  with  ASTM  Method  P  377-74, 
“Standard  Method  for  Calibraticm  of 
Braking  Force  for  Testing  of  Pneumatic 
Tires”  with  the  trailer’s  tires  inflated  to 
24  psi  and  loaded  to  1085  pounds. 

(vi)  CTonsecutive  tests  on  the  same  sur¬ 
face  are  conducted  not  less  than  30  sec¬ 
onds  apart. 

(vii)  a  standard  tire  is  discarded  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  ASTM  Method  E  501. 

(2)  Procedure.  (1)  Prepare  two  stand¬ 
ard  tires  as  follows: 

(A)  Condition  the  tires  by  running 
them  for  200  miles  on  a  pavement  sur¬ 
face. 

(B)  Moimt  each  tire  on  a  “test  rim”  as 
defined  in  S3  of  Standard  No.  109 
(S  571.109  of  this  chapter),  or  on  any 
rim  listed  for  use  with  that  tire  in  the 
Appendix  of  Standard  No.  110  (9  571.110 
of  this  chapter)  that  Is  of  a  width  within 
—0  +  0.50  inches  of  the  “test  rim”  width. 
Then  inflate  the  tire  to  24  psl. 

(C)  Statically  balance  each  tlre-rlm 
combination. 

(D)  Allow  each  tire  to  cool  to  ambient 
temperature  and  readjust  its  Infiatlon 
pressure  to  24  psi. 

(11)  Mount  the  tires  on  the  test  ai^ara- 
tus  described  in  paragraph  (f)  (1)  (lv>  of 


23079 

this  section  and  load  each  tire  to  1083 
pounds. 

(ill)  Tow  the  trailer  on  the  asphalt 
test  surface  specified  in  paragraph  (f) 

(I) (i)  of  this  section  at  a  sjieed  of  40 
mph,  lock  one  trailer  wheel,  and  record 
the  locked-wheel  traction  coefficient  on 
the  tire  associated  with  that  wheel  be¬ 
tween  0.5  and  1.5  seconds  after  lockup. 

(iv)  Repeat  the  test  on  the  concrete 
surface,  locking  the  same  wheel. 

(V)  Repeat  the  tests  specified  In  para¬ 
graphs  (f)(2)(iil)  and  (f)(2)(iv)  of  this 
section  for  a  total  of  10  measurements  on 
each  test  surface. 

(vl)  Repeat  the  procedures  specified  in 
paragraphs  (f)(2)  (ill)  through  (f)(2) 
(V)  of  this  section,  locking  the  wheel 
associated  with  the  other  tire. 

(vii)  Average  the  20  measurements 
taken  on  the  asphalt  surface  to  find  the 
standard  tire  traction  coefficient  for  the 
asphalt  surface.  Average  the  20  measure¬ 
ments  taken  on  the  concrete  surface  to 
find  the  standard  tire  traction  coefficient 
for  the  concrete  surface. 

(vlii)  Prepare  two  candidate  tires  of 
the  same  construction  type,  manufac¬ 
turer,  line,  and  size  designaticm  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  paragraph  (f)(2)(l)  of 
this  section,  moimt  them  on  the  test  ap¬ 
paratus,  and  test  one  of  them  according 
to  the  procedures  of  paragraphs  (f )  (2) 

(II)  through  (V)  of  this  section,  except 
load  each  tire  to  85  percent  of  the  load 
specified  at  24  psl  for  the  tires’  size  desig¬ 
nation  in  Appendix  A  of  Standard  No.  109 
(9  571.109  of  this  chapter).  Average  the 
10  measurements  taken  on  the  asphalt 
surface  to  find  the  candidate  Ure  trac¬ 
tion  coefficient  for  the  asphalt  surface. 
Average  the  10  measurements  taken  on 
the  concrete  surface  to  find  the  candidate 
tire  traction  coefficient  for  the  ccmcrete 
surface. 

(ix)  Compute  a  candidate  Ure’s  ad¬ 
justed  traction  coefficient  for  asi^ialt  (/>•) 
by  the  following  formula: 


u.=  Measured  candidate  tire  coefficient  for  aspbalt+0.50 

—  Measured  standard  tire  coefficient  for  asphalt 

(x)  Compute  a  camdldate  tire’s  adjusted  traction  coefficient  for  concrete  (Uo) 
by  the  following  formula: 

u,=Measured  candidate  tire  coefficient  for  concrete+0.35 

—  Measured  standard  tire  coefficient  for  concrete 


(g)  Temperature^  resistance  grading. 
(1)  Mount  the  tire*  on  any  test  rim  as 
defined  In  S3  of  Standard  No.  109 
(9  571.109  of  this  chapter)  and  Infiate 
It  to  2  pounds  per  square  inch  less  than 
its  n.dxlmum  permissible  Inflation  pres¬ 
sure. 

(2)  Condition  the  tire-rim  assembly 
at  an  ambient  temperature  of  105*  F.  for 
3  hours. 

(3)  Adjust  the  pressure  again  to  2 
pounds  per  square  inch  less  than  the 
maximum  permissible  infiatlon  pressure. 

(4)  Mount  the  tire-rim  assembly  on 
an  axle,  and  press  the  tire  tread  against 
the  surface  of  a  flat-faced  steel  test 
wheel  that  is  67.23  inches  in  diameter 
and  at  least  as  wide  as  the  section  width 
of  the  tire. 


(5)  During  the  test.  Including  the 
pressure  measurements  specified  in 
paragraphs  (g)(1)  and  (g)(3)  of  IhLs 
section,  maintain  the  temperature  of  the 
ambient  air,  as  measured  12  inches  from 
the  edge  of  the  rim  flange  at  any  point 
on  the  circumference  on  either  side  of 
the  tire,  at  105*  P.  Locate  the  tempera¬ 
ture  sensor  so  that  its  readings  are  not 
affected  by  heat  radiation,  drafts,  varia¬ 
tions  in  the  temperature  of  the  sur¬ 
rounding  air,  or  guards  or  other  devices 

(6)  Press  the  Ure  against  the  test 
wheel  at  the  load  specified  in  Appendix 
A  of  9  571.109  of  this  chapter  (Motor  Ve¬ 
hicle  Safety  Standard  No.  109)  for  the 
Ure’s  size  designation  and  the  inflation 
pressure  that  is  8  pounds  per  square  inch 
less  than  the  tire’s  maximum  permissible 
inflation  pressure. 
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(7)  Rotate  the  test  wheel  at  250  rpm 
for  2  hours. 

(8)  Remove  the  load,  aDow  the  tire  to 
eool  to  106*  F.  or  for  2  hours,  whichever 
oceiirs  laet,  and  readjust  the  Inflation 
pressure  to  2  pounds  per  square  Inch  leas 
ttian  the  tire’s  maximum  permissible  in¬ 
flation  pressure. 


(9)  Reapply  the  load  and  without  in¬ 
terruption  mr  readjustment  of  toflatton 
pressure,  rotate  the  test  wheel  at  375 
rpm  for  SO  minutes,  and  then  at  sue- 
cessively  higher  rates  in  25  rpm  incre¬ 
ments,  each  for  30  minutes,  until  the  tire 
has  nm  at  576  rpm  for  30  minutes,  or  to 
failure,  whichevar  occurs  first. 


Tempeastuze  Hu  temperature  grades 
A  see  A  (toa  MghMt) ,  B,  and 
B  C,  taiiiaaeiiriiig  ttu  tire's  re- 

O  Catenae  to  ttu  generation 

•rbaat  and  Its  ability  to  dis¬ 
sipate  heat.  Sustained  high 
temperaturs  <am  eause  the 
Trtnt>trtai  of  the  tire  to  de¬ 
generate  and  reduce  tire  life, 
and  exoeeslTe  temperature 
can  lead  to  sadden  tire  fail- 
rire.  The  grade  C  oorrespoods 
to  a  leval  ot  performance 
which  sU  passenger  ear  tires 
^  must  nuefe  under  the  Ved- 

eral  motor  vehicle  safety 
standards.  Qzades  B  and  A 
represent  hlghtr  levels  of 
'  performance  than  the  mini- 

morn  required  by  law.  - 

Arraroix  A — ^TsaaowKsa  HBr  Couxsa  and 
Darvnra  PaocEDuaas 

Introduction.  The  test  course  consists  of 
three  loops  of  a  total  of  400  mllee  to  the  geo¬ 
graphical  victolty  of  Oaodfellow  APB,  San 
Angelo,  Texas. 

The  first  loop  tuns  south  14S  miles  through 
the  cities  of  Eldorado,  Sonma.  and  Juno, 
Texas,  to  the  Camp  Hudson  Historical 
Marker,  and  returns  by  the  same  route. 

The  second  loop  runs  northwest  toward 
Robert  Lee,  through  Water  Valley,  and  re¬ 
turns  to  the  vicinity  of  QoodfMlow  APB. 

The  third  loop  runs  east  ova*  Psnn  and 
Ranch  Roads  (FM)  and  retunu  to  the  start¬ 
ing  point. 

Route.  The  route  Is  shown  In  Figure  3.  The 
table  Identifies  key  points  by  niunber.  These 
numbers  are  encircled  In  Figure  S  and  In 
parentheses  In  the  descriptive  material  that 
follows. 

Southern  Loop.  The  cotuae  begins  at  the 
Intersection  (1)  of  Ft.  McElavltt  Road  and 
Paint  Rock  Road  (FM388)  at  the  northwest 
comer  of  Goodfellow  AFB. 

Drive  east  via  FM388  to  Junction  with 
Loop  Road  306  (2).  Turn  rl^t  onto  Loop 
Road  306  and  proceed  south  to  Junction  with 
US277  (3) .  Turn  left  onto  US277  and  proceed 
south  through  Eldorado  and  Sonora  (4), 
continuing  on  XTS277  to  Junction  with  FM189 
(6).  Turn  ri^t  onto  FM189  and  proceed  to 
Junction  with  Texas  163  (6) .  Turn  left  onto 
Texas  163,  proceed  south  to  Camp  Hudson 
Historical  Marker  (7)  and  U-turn  In  highway. 
Reverse  route  to  Jrmetlon  of  Loop  Road  306 
and  FM388  (2). 

Northweatem  Loop.  Thru  Junction  of  Loop 
Road  306  and  nC388  (2),  proceed  north  on 
Loop  Road  306.  onto  US277.  to  Junction  with 
nf2106  (8) .  Turn  left  onto  FM2106  and  pro¬ 
ceed  west  to  Junction  with  US8T  (8).  Turn 
right  on  U887  and  proeaad  aorthwaet  to  the 
Junction  with  nif2084  near  the  town  of 
Water  Valley  (10).  Tam  right  <mto  FM2034 
anrt  proceed  north  to  Tsxaa  208  (11).  Turn 
right  onto  Texae  208  and  proceed  aonth  to 
Junction  with  Fli2105  (19).  Turn  left  onto 
nf2105  and  proceed  east  to  Jonetlon  with 
US277  (8).  Turn  right  onto  U8277  and  pro¬ 
ceed  south  onto  306  to  Junction  with  388  (2) . 

Kaatem  Loop.  Ftom  junction  of  Loop  Road 
806  and  FM388  (2)  make  left  turn  onto 
FMS88  and  drive  east  to  Junction  with  Flf 
2334  (18).  Turn  right  onto  FM2334  and  pro- 
oeed  south  across  PM786  (14)  to  Junction 
<tf  FM2384  and  uesn  (16).  Make  U-tum  end 
retam  to  Junction  of  FM388  axid  Loop  Bond 
aCM  O)  by  tbe  aama  route.  Fxoceed  to  etext-. 


Curvstura  to 
Suh  Mold 


TREADWEAR  160 
TRACTION 
!  TENH>ERATURE  B 


■k  Note:  The  quality  grades  shall  be  in 
\  *Tutura  Bold,  ModifM,  Condensed  or 
')  Botfric*  cheracters  penwanentty  molded 
(j020  to  JMO  deep)  into  or  onto  tlw 

tee  Si  iadMBtBd. 


FIGURE  1 


upon  the  actual  conditions 
of  tbetr  uae,  bowevOT,  and 
may  depart  algnlfieantly 
from  the  norm  due  to  varia¬ 
tions  In  driving  habile,  serv¬ 
ice  practices,  and  differences 
In  road  characteristics  add 
climate. 

The  traction  grades  are 
••  (the  highest).  *.  and  0, 
and  represent  the  tire's  abil¬ 
ity  to  stop  on  wet  pavements 
ae  meesured  on  asphalt  and 
emcrete  test  surfaces.  A  tire 
marked  0  for  traction  may 
have  poor  traction  perfimn- 


Hxe  treadwear  grade  Is  a 
comparative  rating  based  on 
the  wear  rate  of  the  tire 
when  tested  under  controlled 
conditions  on  a  specified  gov- 
smnwnt  test  course.  For  ex¬ 
amine.  a  tire  graded  200 
would  wear  twice  as  well  on 
the  government  course  as  a 
the  graded  100.  The  relative 
performance  of  tlree  depends 
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Ing  point  at  Junction  of  Ft.  MoB^avltt  Bead 
and  PMS88  (1). 

Driving  luatnictiong.  Tha  drlvars  shall  run 
at  posted  speed  Umlts  throughout  the  course 
unless  an  unsafe  condition  arises.  If  such 
condition  arises,  the  speed  should  be  reduced 
to  the  maximum  safe  operating  speed. 

Braking  procedures  at  S  T  O  P  signs.  There 
are  a  number  of  Intersections  at  which  stops 
are  required.  At  each  of  these  Intersections 
a  series  of  signs  Is  placed  In  a  fixed  order 
as  follows: 

Sign  I^gcnb 

Highway  Intersection  1000  (or  2000)  Feet 

STOP  AHEAD 

Junction  XXX 

Direction  Sign  (Mereta  ) 

STOP  or  YIELD 

Procedures.  1.  Approach  each  Intersection 
at  the  posted  speed  limit. 

2.  When  abreast  of  the  STOP  AHEAD 
sign,  apply  the  brakes  so  that  the  rehlcle 
decelerates  smoothly  to  10  mph  when  abreast 
of  the  direction  sign. 

3.  Come  to  a  complete  stop  at  the  STOP 
sign  or  behind  any  vehicle  already  stopped. 


Ktv  pstels  aha#  Irtsdisesr  Itsi  emms,  ijipriehihi 
sitofM,  smi  rsmsrks 


1  Ft.  MeXavitt  Bead  A  0 

FMM. 

S  FM3MALoopm_ .  3  STOP 

3  Loep  308  it  USm _  IS 

4  Sonora.. . 72 

3  US377  4FMM0 . 88 

5  FMISt  A  Texas  MS . .  124 

7  nisterioal  Marker  (Gamp  143  U-TURN 

Hudson). 

4  Sonara . 214 

3  LoopaoeA  U8277. _  275 

2  FMM  A  Loop  SOS _ 281 

8  U82nAFM210S . 287 

5  U887  A  FM2106  .  294 

10  FMa084A  US87 .  312 

11  Texas2aeA  FM2034 _ 336 

12  FM2U)S  A  Texas  208 _  301 

8  FM2106AU8277 _  365  YIELD 

2  Loop  aOS  A  FMSSS .  371 

13  FMSUAFM2334 .  378  8  T  O  P 

14  FM2334  A  FM765 .  380  STOP 

U  FM2334  A  UBBI . .  383  8  T  O  P 

U-TURN 

14  FM2334  A  FM7S6 .  387  B  T  O  P 

15  FM2334  A  FM38S .  380  S  T  O  P 

1  FM388  A  Ft.  McKaviU  3M 

Road. 


AppKiroix  B — ^Tnacnow  Sum  Pass  end  by  a  75  ft.  ramp  followed  by  100  ft.  of 

Two  skid  pads  have  been  laid  on  an  ps^sment.  This  arrangement  permits 

untised  runway  and  taxi  strip  on  OoodfeUow  the  skid  trailers  to  stabilize  before  reaching 
AFB.  Their  location  Is  shown  In  Figure  4.  the  test  area.  The  approaches  are  shown  on 
The  asphalt  skid  pad  la  600  ft.  x  60  ft.  the  figure  by  the  hash-marked  area, 
and  Is  shown  In  black  on  the  runway  In  The  concrete  pad  Is  600  ft.  x  48  ft.  and  Is 
Figure  2.  The  pad  Is  approached  from  either  on  the  taxi  stelp.  The  approaches  to  the 
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«oncret*  pad  are  of  the  same  design  as  those 
(or  the  asphalt  pads. 

A  two  lane  asphalt  road  has  been  built 
to  connect  the  runway  and  taxi  strip.  The 


road  Is  parahel  to  the  northeast-southwest 
runway  at  a  dlstanoe  at  100  ft.  The  curves 
have  super-elevation  to  permit  safe  salt  from 
the  runway  at  operating  speeds. 


neuREi 


vMtAP  um  a  MILS 
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In  this  graph,  (Xj,  yj  IJ=0.  1,  •  •  *81 
ars  the  IndlTldvuU  data  points  repreeeatlnc 
the  tread  depth  measiirements  (the  oreraU 
arerage  for  the  tire  with  6  measurements  In 
each  tire  groove)  at  the  beginning  of  the 
test  (after  break-ln)  and  at  the  end  of  sack 
800-mlle  segment  of  the  test. 

The  absolute  value  of  the  slc^  of  the 
regression  line  Is  an  expression  of  the  mils 
of  tread  worn  per  l.(X)0  miles,  and  Is  calcu¬ 
lated  by  the  following  formula: 


b  S  1000 


The  “y”  intercept  of  the  regression  line 
(a)  in  mils  is  calculated  by  the  follow¬ 
ing  formula: 


a= 


Jl- 

<JOOO 


[FR  DOC.7&-13606  Filed  &-a7-76;8:4e  am] 
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proposed  rules 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  rules  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of 
these  notices  is  to  give  interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rulenraking  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final  rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[7CFR  Part  1207] 

POTATO  RESEARCH  AND  PROMOTION 
PLAN 

Proposed  Expenses  and  Rate  of 
Assessment 

Consideration  is  being  given  to  the 
approval  of  the  expenses  and  rate  of  as¬ 
sessment,  hereinafter  set  forth,  which 
were  recommended  by  tiie  National  Po¬ 
tato  Promotion  Board,  established  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Potato  Research  and  Pro¬ 
motion  Plan  (7  CPR  1207;  37  FR  5008). 

This  research  and  promotion  program 
is  effective  pmrsuant  to  the  Potato  Re¬ 
search  and  PronK>tion  Act  (title  m  of 
Public  Law  91-870;  91st  Congress,  ap¬ 
proved  January  11,  1971,  84  Stat.  2041). 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  argiunents  in  con¬ 
nection  with  these  proposals  may  file  the 
same,  in  duplicate,  with  the  Hearing 
desk.  Room  112-A,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20260,  not 
kkttf  than  June  12, 1975.  All  written  sub¬ 
missions  made  pursuant  to  this  notice 
will  be  made  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  at  the  office  of  the  hearing  clerk 
during  regiUar  bitsiness  hours  (7  C7FR 
1.27(b)). 

Ihe  proposals  are  as  follows : 

§  1207.404  Expenses  and  rate  of  assess¬ 
ment. 

(a)  The  reasonable  expenses  that  are 
likely  to  be  incurred  dmring  the  fiscal  pe¬ 
riod  beginning  July  1.  1975,  and  ending 
Jime  30,  1976,  by  the  National  Potato 
Promotion  Board  for  its  maintenance 
and  functioning,  and  for  such  purposes 
as  the  Secretary  determines  to  be  appro¬ 
priate  will  amount  to  $1,780,000. 

(b)  The  rate  of  assessment  to  be  paid 
by  each  designated  handler  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  the  plan  shall 
be  1  cent  ($0.01)  per  hundredweight  of 
assessable  potatoes  handled  by  him  as 
the  designated  handler  thereof  diulng 
said  fiscal  peiio(L 

(c)  Unexpended  income  in  excess  of 
expenses  for  the  fiscal  period  may  be 
caiTied  over  as  an  operating  monetary 
reserve. 

(d)  Terms  used  in  this  section  have 
the  same  meaning  as  when  used  in  the 
Potato  Research  and  Promotion  Plan. 

Dated:  May  22,  1975. 

E.  L.  Peterson, 
Administrator, 

Agricvltural  Marketing  Service. 

[FB  Doo.7S-1384e  PUeU  fi-27-76;8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH. 
EDUCATION.  AND  WELFARE 
Office  of  Education 
[45CFRPart  121a] 

ASSISTANCE  TO  STATES  FOR  THE  EDU¬ 
CATION  OF  HANDICAPPED  CHILDREN 

Proposed  Distribution  of  Funds 
Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-10527  appearing  at  page 
17849  in  the  issue  of  Wednesday,  April  23, 
1975,  in  the  third  column,  sixth  line,  the 
date  now  reading,  “June  23,  1975”  should 
be  corrected  to  read,  “June  4,  1975”. 


DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 
[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

I  Airspace  Docket  No.  T8-NW-12] 
TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
(FAA)  is  orxisidering  an  amendment  of 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  that  would  alter  the  description  of 
the  Burley,  Idaho,  transition  area. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rulemaking  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Chief,  Operations,  Procedures,  and  Air¬ 
space  Branch,  Northwest  Region,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  FAA  Building, 
Boeing  Field,  Seattle,  Washington  98108. 
All  commimlcations  received  on  or  before 
Jime  27.  1975,  will  be  considered  before 
action  is  taken  on  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment.  No  public  hearing  is  contemplated 
at  this  time,  but  arrangements  for  infor¬ 
mal  conferences  with  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  officials  may  be  made  by 
contacting  the  Regional  Air  Traffic  Divi¬ 
sion  C2ilef .  Any  data,  views,  or  arguments 
presented  during  such  conferences  must 
also  be  submitted  in  writing  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  this  notice  in  order  to  become 
part  of  the  record  for  consideration.  The 
propKwal  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  light  of  comments  received. 

A  public  docket  wUl  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in  the 
office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  North¬ 
west  Region,  Federal  Aviation  Adminls- 
toation.  FAA  Building,  Boeing  Field, 
Beattie,  Washington  98108. 

The  Burley  VOR/DME-B  Instrument 
Approach  Procedure  has  recently  been 
revised.  A  review  of  this  revision  dis¬ 
closed  that  additional  Transition  Area 


would  be  required  in  order  to  provide 
controlled  airspace  to  the  procedure. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
to  clarify  the  description,  the  FAA  pro¬ 
poses  to  amend  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  as  follows: 

In  §  71.181  (40  FR  441)  the  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  Burley,  Idaho,  transition 
area  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

All  after  that  portion  of  the  descrip¬ 
tion  beginning  •*•  •  •  and  that  airspace 
extending  upward  from  1200  feet  above 
the  surface  •  •  *”  is  deleted  and  the  fol¬ 
lowing  is  substituted,  therefor, 

*  *  *  that  airspace  extending  upward  from 
1200  feet  above  the  surface  north  of  Burley 
bounded  by  a  line  8  miles  northwest  of, 
and  parallel  to,  V-365  extending  from  the 
Burley  VORTAC  to  the  south  edge  of  V-600; 
that  airspace  northeast  of  B\u*ley  bounded 
on  the  northeast  by  V-6<X).  on  the  southeast 
by  V-260,  on  the  northwest  by  T-SfiS;  that 
airspace  east  of  Burley  bounded  on  the  north 
by  V-268  on  the  east  by  an  arc  of  a  28-mile 
radius  circle,  centered  on  the  Burley  VOR- 
TAO,  on  the  southwest  by  V-4:  that  airspace 
southeast  of  Burley  bounded  on  the  north 
by  V-4,  on  the  southeast  by  arc  of  a  98.6 
mile  circle  centered  on  the  Burley  Munloipal 
Airport  (Latitude  48°S2'20"  N;  Longitude 
119°46'27''  W)  on  the  southwest  by  the 
northeast  edge  of  V-lOJt;  that  airspace  south¬ 
west  of  Burley  bounded  by  a  line  10  miles 
southeast  of,  and  pcunllel  to,  the  Burley 
VORTAO  223*  radial  extending  from  the 
VORTAC  19  miles  southwest. 


(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1068, 
as  amended,  (49  UJS.C.  1348(a));  sec.  6(c), 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1666(c) ) 


Issued  in  Seattle,  Wash.,  on  May  16, 
1975. 


C.  B.  Walk,  Jr., 
Director,  Northwest  Region. 


IPR  Doc.75-13764  Filed  6-27-76;8;46  am) 


Federal  Highway  Administration 
[49  CFR  Part  393] 

(Docket  No.  MC-63:  Notice  No.  76-6) 

INSTALLATION  OF  TACHOGRAPHS  IN 
BUSES 

Advance  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  Invite 
interested  persons  to  submit  cixnments 
cm  a  petition  for  rule  making  filed  with 
the  Bureau  of  Motor  Carrier  Safety,  re¬ 
questing  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  to 
amend  the  Federal  Motor  Carrier  Safety 
Regulations  to  require  the  Installation 
and  use  of  tachographs  in  buses  operated 
by  common  and  contract  motor  carriers 
engaged  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce.  The  petition  was  filed  by  San- 
gamo  Electric  Company  (Sangamo)  of 
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Springfield.  Illinois,  a  manufacturer  of 
tachographs.' 

A  tachograph  Is  a  device  which,  when 
Installed  In  a  motor  vehicle,  produces  an 
automatic  written  record  of  certain  ve¬ 
hicle  operation  functions,  such  as  engine 
speed,  vehicle  speed,  and  engine  opera¬ 
tion  and  shut-oS.  The  record  is  produced 
on  a  chart,  and  the  recording  equipment 
is  control!^  by  a  clockwork  mechanism, 
so  that  the  time  at  which  changes  in  the 
operating  characteristics  being  recorded 
took  place  can  be  ascertained  by  reading 
the  chart.  The  tachograph  may  also 
provide  the  driver  with  a  visible  indica¬ 
tion  of  vehicle  speed,  engine  revolutions 
per  minute,  or  both. 

In  supp<^  of  the  petiticm.  Sangamo 
has  submitted  data  purporting  to  show 
that  mandatory  installation  of  tacho- 
grapdis  in  commercial  motor  vehicles 
would  be  Justified  on  the  basis  of  im¬ 
proved  safety  and  would  result  in  an 
overall  reductlcm  of  operating  costs  for 
the  motor  carrier  industry.  With  respect 
to  the  first  issue — safety  justification — 
the  petitioner  has  presented  a  study  of 
comparative  statistics  relating  to  the 
performance  of  selected  motor  carriers  of 
property  chosen  from  a  list  of  the  100 
largest  Class  I  common  and  contract  car¬ 
riers.  published  by  “Commercial  Car 
Journal*’  magazine. 

The  petitioner  has  divided  the  carriers 
selected  into  two  classes,  those  who  equip 
their  fleets  with  tachographs  and  those 
who  do  not.  It  has  then  compared  the 
Bureau’s  statistics  on  safety  perform¬ 
ance  of  the  two  classes  for  the  years  1971 
and  1972.  TTie  results  of  its  study  indicate 
that  carriers  who  use  tachographs  have 
an  accident  rate  of  1.93  per  million  miles 
of  Intercity  operations,  a  fatality  rate  of 
7.23  per  hundred  million  miles  of  opera¬ 
tion.  a  rate  of  bodily  injury  of  1.03  per 
million  miles,  and  have  accidents  result¬ 
ing  in  an  average  of  $4,716  in  property 
damage  per  million  miles.  The  petitioner 
contrasts  these  figxires  with  the  record 
compiled  by  selected  Class  I  motor  car¬ 
riers  who  do  not  use  tachographs:  2.42 
accidents  per  million  miles  of  operation. 
8.34  fatalities  per  hundred  million  miles 
of  operation,  1.15  bodily  injuries  per  mil¬ 
lion  miles,  and  average  property  damage 
of  $5,699  per  ordllion  miles. 

On  the  subject  of  buses,  Sangamo 
notes  that  New  York  is  the  only  State 
which  by  law  requires  its  school  buses 
to  be  equipped  with  speed-recording  de¬ 
vices.  New  York,  it  says,  has  a  school  bus 
accident  record  that  is  second  best  of 
all  the  States  and  that  is  considerably 
better  than  the  national  average. 

Sangamo  places  considerable  emphasis 
on  cost  savings  attributed  to  the  installa¬ 
tion  of  tachographs.  The  installed  cost 
of  “the  tachograph  model  most  often 
used’’  is  said  to  be  about  $185,  with  main¬ 
tenance  expenses  running  between  $20 
and  $25  per  year.  These  added  expendi- 


>  Sangamo  has  also  filed  a  petition  for 
nilemaklng  seeking  issuance  of  a  rule  re¬ 
quiring  Installation  and  use  of  tachographs 
on  certain  motor  vehicles  used  to  transport 
hazardous  materials.  This  petition  wlU  be 
the  subject  of  a  separate  notice  to  be  Issued 
by  the  Bureau  at  a  later  date. 


tures  for  the  installation  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  tachographs,  Sangamo  con¬ 
tends,  are  more  than  offset  by  savings  in 
two  areas:  First,  there  are  “iolpera- 
tional  savings  resulting  from  the  control 
of  speed’’  and  the  availability  of  a  vehicle 
operational  record  that  can  be  used  to 
schedule  vehicle  operations  and  mainte¬ 
nance  and  to  ensure  efficient  use  of  equip¬ 
ment.  Second.  Sangamo  asserts  that 
certain  insurance  companies  are  willing 
to  give  motor  carriers  who  have  tacho¬ 
graphs  installed  in  their  fleets  reductions 
in  their  premiums  for  liability  and  colli¬ 
sion  coverage. 

Sangamo  concedes  that  a  tachograph 
is  not  fully  tamperproof,  but  argues  that 
It  is  possible  to  construct  the  device  so 
that  imauUiorlzed  removal  of  the  tach¬ 
ograph  chart  can  readily  be  detected. 
Specifications  for  its  current  models  in¬ 
dicate  that  a  mark  or  notch  is  made  In 
the  chart  whenever  it  is  removed  from 
the  housing. 

The  petition  proiX)sed  that  the  Direc¬ 
tor  specify  that  an  acceptable  tacho¬ 
graph  must  have  the  following  features: 

A.  Visual  indicators.  1.  Dial  with  pointer 
to  Indicate  vehicle  speed  In  miles  per  hour, 
readUy  visible  to  the  driver  of  the  vehicle 
at  all  times. 

2.  Resettable  odometer  to  reowd  total  miles 
traveled  by  the  vehicle,  up  to  at  least  1  mll- 
llon  miles. 

3.  A  signal,  visible  or  audible,  to  Indicate 
to  the  driver  of  the  vehicle  when  it  Is  ex¬ 
ceeding  a  pre-set  rate  of  speed. 

B.  Chart  records.  Charts,  when  placed  In 
the  recording  Instrument  and  operated  under 
environmental  conditions  surrounding  the 
Instrument  as  InstaUed  In  the  vehicle.  shaU 
provide  a  permanent  reoOTd,  vlsuaUy  readable 
when  removed  from  the  Instniment,  the 
following: 

a.  Speed  of  the  vehicle  In  miles  per  hour. 

b.  Distance  traveled  by  the  vehicle  In  miles. 

c.  Vehicle’s  engine  Ignition  on  and  off. 

d.  Indication  of  movement  or  non-move¬ 
ment  of  the  vehicle  over  the  road. 

e.  Time  scales  to  indicate  when  the  chart 
Is  advanced  by  an  accurate  clock  drive 
mechanism,  the  hour  and  approximate  min¬ 
ute  when  events  a,  b.  c  and  d  above  occurred. 

f.  Spaces  to  enter  date,  time  and  odometer 
mUeage  reading  when  chart  Installed  and 
when  removed. 

g.  Spaces  to  enter  name  of  driver  at  start 
of  trip,  and  name  of  relief  driver  If  such  a 
change  Is  made  during  the  trip. 

c.  Installation  and  controls.  1.  Mechanical 
provisions  for  Installation  of  the  recording 
Instrument  In  a  position  readily  visible  to 
the  driver. 

2.  Provision  by:  (a)  Lock  and  key,  or  (b) 
seal,  to  secure  the  recording  instrument  en¬ 
closure  containing  the  chart  to  prevent  or 
detect  unauthorized  access,  and  to  assure 
that  the  specified  recorded  data  is  automati¬ 
cally  recorded  by  the  Instrument  without 
manual  alteration. 

3.  Mechanical  marker  or  notching  blade,  to 
record  on  the  chart  the  hour  and  approxi¬ 
mate  minute  each  time  the  recording  Instru¬ 
ment  Is  opened  or  closed. 

D.  Retention  of  chart  records.  1.  Charts 
automatically  recorded  by  the  recording  In¬ 
strument  shall  be  kept  on  file  by  the  persons 
responsible  for  operation  of  the  vehicles  tor 
a  period  of  at  least  2  years. 

2.  Charts  shall  be  made  available  by  the 
persons  responsible  for  operation  of  the  vehi¬ 
cles  for  inspection  and  review  by  any  au- 
^orlzed  representative  of  the  Bureau  of 
Motor  Carrier  Safety 


E.  Specifications.  1.  Recording  Instruments 
as  a  minimum  shall  meet  motor  vehicle  In¬ 
dustry  standards  comparable  to  specifications 
applicable  to  standard  speedometers  used  on 
motor  vehicles  covered  by  these  regulations. 
As  a  minimum  the  required  recording  In¬ 
strument  when  properly  Installed  and  op¬ 
erated  In  a  range  of  environments  normal  to 
those  foimd  In  the  Interior  of  motOT  vehi¬ 
cles  covered  by  this  regulation,  shall  meet 
specifications  for: 

(a)  Maintenance  of  ^eclfied  acctu^cy 
under  forces  caused  by  shock,  vibration,  tem¬ 
perature  and  humidity. 

(b)  Visibility  of  all  instrument  Indicators. 

(c)  Resistance  to  Impact  and  corrosion  of 
Instrument’s  Internal  operating  mechanisms, 
external  cover,  and  mounting  device. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
pertaining  to  the  subject-matter  of  the 
petition  for  rulemaking  under  considera¬ 
tion  in  this  docket.  All  comments  sub¬ 
mitted  should  refer  to  the  docket  number 
and  notice  number  that  aiH>ear  at  the 
top  of  this  document.  Comments  should 
be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Director, 
Bureau  of  Motor  Carrier  Safety,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  ’Transportation,  Washington, 
D.C.  20590.  All  comments  received  before 
the  close  of  business  on  September  2, 
1975  will  be  considered  before  further 
action  is  taken  on  the  petition  for  rule- 
making.  If  further  rulemaking  action  is 
deemed  advisable,  the  Director  will  issue 
a  notice  of  prcgsosed  rulemaking,  setting 
forth  the  terms  of  the  rule  under  con¬ 
sideration. 

All  comments  received,  as  well  as  the 
original  petition  for  rulemaking,  will  be 
available  for  examination  In  the  public 
docket  room  of  the  Bureau  of  Motor  Car¬ 
rier  Safety,  Room  3401,  400  Seventh 
Street,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  both  be¬ 
fore  and  after  the  closing  date  for  com¬ 
ments. 

This  advance  notice  of  proposed  rule- 
making  is  Issued  under  the  authority  of 
section  204  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act,  49  U.S.C.  304,  secticHi  6  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  Act.  49 
n.S.C.'1655.  and  the  delegations  of  au¬ 
thority  by  the  Secretary  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  and  the  Federal  Highway  Adminis¬ 
trator  at  49  CFR  1.48  and  49  CFR  389.4, 
respectively. 

Issued  on  May  16. 1975. 

Robert  A.  Kaye, 
Director,  Buneau  of 
Motor  Carrier  Safety. 

[FR  Doc.76-13762  PUed  5-27-76:8:45  amj 


Federal  Railroad  Administration 
[49  CFR  Ch.  II] 

[Docket  No.  RSSI-l,  Notice  1] 

SIGNAL  SYSTEMS  ON  COMMUTER  RAIL¬ 
ROADS  AND  RAPID  TRANSIT  LINES 

Standards;  Correction 

On  May  2,  1975,  the  Federal  Railroad 
Administration  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (40  FR  19209)  an  advanced  no¬ 
tice  of  proposed  rulemaking  with  respect 
to  the  development  of  safety  regulations 
which  would  reqiire  the  use  of  signal 
equipment  which  provides  specified  train 
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protection  systems  on  railroads  where 
commuter  or  rapid  transit  service  is  pro¬ 
vided. 

The  fourth  paragraph  of  the  preambu¬ 
latory  text,  entitled  Background,  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Also,  in  the  past  two  years  there  have 
been  fovu*  rear-end  collisions  on  the  Chi¬ 
cago  Transit  Authority  as  follows:  Evans¬ 
ton,  Illinois,  November  1,  1973 — 33  in¬ 
jured;  Chicago.  Illinois,  January  16, 
1974 — 13  injured;  Chicago.  Illinois, 
May  10, 1974 — 214  injured;  Chicago,  Illi¬ 
nois.  September  13,  1974 — ^5  injured.” 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May  19, 
1975. 

Donald  W.  ^nnitt,  > 
ChieS  Counsel. 

IFR  Doc.75-13755  Plied  5-27-75:8:45  tun) 


NaCioAal  Traffic  Safety 

Administration 

[49CFRPart571] 

[Docket  No.  75-2.  Notice  01;  Docket  No  75-3, 

NoUce  01;  Docket  No.  73-34,  Notice  02; 

Docket  No.  73-30,  Notice  04] 

SCHOOL  BUS  SAFETY  STANDARDS 
Comment  Period  Reopened 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  reopen 
the  period  for  submission  of  comments  to 
the  recent  notices  proposing  establish¬ 
ment  of  school  bus  safety  standards  re¬ 
lating  to  body  joint  strength,  rollover 
protection,  emergency  exits,  and  fuel 
system  integrity. 

On  February  38,  1975,  new  school  bus 
requirements  were  propoaed  for  rollover 
protection  (40  FR  8570)  and  onergency 
exits  (40  FR  8569),  on  March  13,  1975, 
for  school  bus  body  j<dnt  strength  (40 
FR  11738),  and  on  April  16,  1975,  for 
school  bus  fuel  system  integrity  (40  FR 
17036).  The  comment  periods  for  these 
proposals  have  expired. 

In  a  letter  dated  April  25.  1975,  Rep¬ 
resentatives  John  E.  Moss  and  Les  Aspin 
requested  that  the  period  for  submission 
of  comments  to  the  school  bus  standards 
relating  to  joint  strength,  rollover,  and 
emergency  exits  be  extended  30  days  to 
provide  time  for  further  evaluation  of 
the  proposals.  The  letter  explained  that 
many  members  of  Congress  have  only 
recently  become  aware  of  the  notices  and 
therefore  have  not  had  sufficient  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  prepare  comments. 

Since  school  bus  safety  has  been  a  sub¬ 
ject  of  great  concern  to  the  Congress,  its 
members’  analyses  of  the  contents  of  the 
three  sclux)!  bus  proposals  is  especially 
important. 

Petitions  were  received  from  the  Motor 
Vehicle  Manufacturers  Association  and 
the  Truck  Body  and  Equipment  Asso¬ 
ciation  requesting  that  the  period  for 
submission  of  comments  to  the  proposed 
school  bus  provisions  of  Standard  No. 
301,  “Fuel  System  Integrity,”  be  extended 
to  allow  time  for  more  detailed  analysis 
of  the  requirements.  These  requests  are 
considered  meritorious  since  the  test  pro¬ 
cedure  proposed  for  school  buses  over 
10,000  pounds  GVWR  is  one  which  has 
not  been  previously  used. 


In  light  of  the  above.  Interested  per¬ 
sons  are  again  Invited  to  submit  data, 
views,  and  arguments  concerning  the 
proposals,  cited  above,  to  establish  new 
requirements  for  school  bus  body  joint 
strinigth,  rollover  protection,  onergency 
exits,  and  fuel  system  integrity.  All 
comments  received  before  the  close  of 
business  on  June  26,  1975,  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  before  a  rule  on  any  of  the  above 
subjects  is  issued.  Cjomments  should  be 
submitted  to:  Docket  Section,  National 
Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administration, 
Room  5108,  400  Seventh  Street.  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20590.  Reference 
should  be  made  to  the  following  docket 
and  notice  numbers; 

School  Bus  Body  Joint  Strength:  Docket 
No.  73-34:  Notice  03  Rollover  Protection: 
Docket  No.  75-3;  Notice  01  Emergency  Exits: 
Docket  No.  75-3;  Notice  01  Fuel  System  In¬ 
tegrity:  Docket  No.  73-20;  Notice  04. 

All  comment  received  may  be  examined 
at  the  above  address  during  business 
hours  both  before  and  after  the  closing 
date. 

(Sec.  103,  119,  Pub.  L.  89-563,  80  Stat.  718 
(15  U.S.C.  1392,  1407);  Sec.  302,  Pub.  L.  93- 
492.  88  Stat.  1470  (15  U.S.C.  1392);  delega¬ 
tions  of  authority  at  49  CFR  1.61  and  49  CFR 
501.8) 

Issued  on  May  21.  1975. 

Robert  L.  Carter, 
Associate  Administrator, 
Motor  Vehicle  Programs. 

[PR  DOC.75-1S817  Filed  5-27-75:8:45  am] 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[40  CFR  Part  65] 
ENFORCEMENT  AUTHORITY 

State  and  Federal  Enforcement  of  Imple¬ 
mentation  Plan  Requirement  After  Stat¬ 
utory  Deadlines;  Extension  of  Period  for 
Comment 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-12736,  appearing  on 
page  21046,  of  the  issue  of  Tliursday, 
May  15,  1975,  the  word  "able”  in  the 
third  ooluxnn,  second  paragnq>h, 
Seventh  line,  should  be  changed  to  read 
“unable”. 


[40  CFR  Part  409] 

[PRL  379-2] 

SUGAR  PROCESSING  POINT  SOURCE 
CATEGORY 

Effluent  Limitations  and  Guidelines;  Avail¬ 
ability  and  Extension  of  Public  Comment 
Period 

On  February  27, 1975,  the  Agency  pub¬ 
lished  a  notice  of  interim  final  rulemak¬ 
ing  establishing  effluent  limitations  and 
guidelines  based  on  best  practicable  con¬ 
trol  technology  currently  available  for 
the  sugar  prcxessing  point  source  cate¬ 
gory  (40  PR  8498) .  Simultaneously  a  no¬ 
tice  of  proposed  rules  establishing  efflu¬ 
ent  limitations  and  guidelines  based  on 
best  available  technology  economically 
achievable,  standards  of  performance  for 
new  sources,  and  pretreatment  standards 


for  both  existing  and  for  new  sources 
was  published  for  the  sugar  processing 
point  source  category  (40  FR  8506).  Ref¬ 
erence  was  made  in  the  preambles  to 
these  notices  of  a  technical  report  and  an 
ecimomic  report  prepared  by  the  Agency 
in  connection  with  the  development  of 
these  regulations. 

The  report  entitled  “Development 
Document  for  Interim  Final  Effluent  Lim¬ 
itations  Guidelines  and  Pn^xised  New 
Source  Performance  Standards  for  the 
Raw  Cane  Sugar  Processing  Segment  of 
the  Sugar  Processing  Point  Source  Cate¬ 
gory”  details  the  analysis  undertaken  in 
support  of  the  regulations  and  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  in  the  EPA  Freedom 
of  Information  Center,  Room  204,  West 
Tower,  Waterside  Mall,  Washington, 
D.C.  20460,  at  all  EPA  regional  offices, 
and  at  State  water  pollution  control  of¬ 
fices.  A  supplementary  analysis  entitled 
“Economic  Analysis  of  Proposed  Effluent 
Guidelines,  Sugar  Cane  Milling  Industry” 
which  discusses  the  possible  economic 
effects  of  the  regulation  is  also  available 
fcM:  inspection  at  these  locations.  Cc^iies 
of  both  of  these  documents  have  been 
sent  to  persons  or  institutions  affected  by 
the  proposed  regulation  or  who  have 
placed  themselves  on  a  mailing  list  for 
this  purpose  (see  EPA’s  Advance  Notice 
of  labile  Review  Procedures,  38  PR 
21202,  August  6.  1973).  An  additional 
limited  niunber  of  copies  of  both  reports 
are  available.  Persons  wishing  to  obtain 
a  copy  may  write  the  EPA  Freedom  of 
Informatkm  Center,  Ekivlronmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency,  Washington.  D.C.  20460, 
Attention:  Ms.  Ruth  Brown. 

All  comments  received  on  or  before 
Jtme  27,  1975,  will  be  considered.  Steps 
previously  taken  by  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  to  facilitate  public  re¬ 
sponse  within  this  time  period  are  out- 
Ihied  in  the  advance  notice  concerning 
public  review  procedures  published  on 
August  6,  1973  (38  FR  21202). 

Dated:  May  19,  1975. 

James  L.  Agee, 
Assistant  Administrator, 
Water  and  Hazardous  Materials. 

[FR  Doc.75-13751  Filed  5-27-75; 8: 45  am] 

FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

[16  CFR  Part  437] 

FOOD  ADVERTISING 
Proposed  Trade  Regulation  Rule 

Notice  of  proceeding,  statement  of 
reasons  for  proposed  rule,  invitation  to 
propose  issues  of  specific  fact  for  con¬ 
sideration  in  public  hearings,  invitation 
to  comment  on  proposed  rule,  and  pro¬ 
posed  trade  regulation  rule. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission,  pursuant  to  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Trade  Commission  Act,  as  amended, 
15  U.S.C.  41,  et  seq.,  the  provisions  of 
Part  I,  Subpart  B  of  the  Commission’s 
procedures  and  rules  of  practice,  16  CFR 
1.7,  et  seq.,  and  section  553  of  Subchap¬ 
ter  n.  Chapter  5.  TlUe  5,  UB.  Code  (Ad¬ 
ministrative  Procedure)  has  initiated  a 
proceeding  for  the  promulgation  of  a 
Trade  Regulation  Rule  on  Pood  Adver- 
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tlsing.  Previous  notice  of  iu*oposed  rule- 
making  was  published  in  the  Pkoeral 
Reoistkb  on  November  11.  1974,  39  FR 
39842,  and  Included  a  proposed  rule.  The 
Commission  republishes  the  proposed 
rule  below  following  the  invitation  to 
comment. 

In  addltlcm  to  the  proposed  rule,  the 
Commission  republishes  for  comment 
through  incorporation  by  reference:  (a) 
The  “Explanation  And  Basis  Of  Pro¬ 
ceeding”;  (b>  the  “Analysis  And  State¬ 
ment  of  Issues  By  Section”  (as  amended 
40  FR  6375) ,  including  certain  Issues  re¬ 
lating  to  affirmative  disclosure  in  food 
advertising;  (c)  the  “Staff  Statement  of 
Fact,  Law  and  Policy”  (not  adopted  by 
the  Commission)  and  the  issues  raised 
thereby,  including,  in  particular,  the  form 
which  ^e  disclosures  called  for  therein 
should  take;  (d)  the  text  of  a  staff  pro¬ 
posal  for  achieving  the  affirmative  dis¬ 
closure  of  nutrition  information  in  food 
advertising  (which  neither  the  Commis¬ 
sion  nor  the  Bureau  Director  nor  the 
Assistant  Director  for  National  Advertis¬ 
ing  is  presently  prepared  to  propose  as 
part  of  the  rule) ;  and  (e)  specific  pro¬ 
visions  recommended  by  staff,  but  not 
proposed  by  the  Commission,  for  inclu¬ 
sion  in  those  sections  of  the  proposed 
Rule  which  have  been  reserved.  All  of  the 
above-mentioned  materials  were  origi¬ 
nally  published  on  November  11,  1974 
(39  FR  39842  et  seq.),  and  copies  are 
avallaUe  upon  request  to  the  Federal 
Trade  Comnfission. 

In  addition  to  the  questions  raised  in 
the  aforementioned  materials  on  which 
the  Commission  Invites  comment,  the 
Commission  also  seeks  comments  eval¬ 
uating  the  economic  Impact  of  the  rule 
oa  small  business. 

Statement  of  Reasons  for 
THE  Proposed  Rule 

It  is  the  Commission’s  purpose,  in  issu¬ 
ing  this  statement,  to  set  forth  its  rea¬ 
sons  for  proposing  this  Trade  Regulation 
Rule  with  sufficient  particularity  to  allow 
Informed  comment.  The  precise  format 
of  siich  statements  may  vary  from  rule 
to  rule  depending  on  the  complexity  of 
the  issues  involved.  For  the  purpose  of 
assisting  the  Commission’s  deliberations 
on  this  prc^xised  rule,  the  Commission 
has  determined  that  meaningful  com¬ 
ment  by  the  public  will  be  facilitated  by 
presenting,  in  addition  to  the  republished 
materials,  a  statement  describing  the 
basic  factual  premises  underlying  the 
Commission’s  determination  to  propose 
the  rule. 

The  Commission’s  objective  In  these 
proceedings  is  to  develop  rules  which  will 
assure  the  accuracy  of  nutrition  claims 
without  restricting  the  amount  of  useful 
Information  an  advertiser  may  present 
and  to  evaluate  the  staff  statement  call¬ 
ing  for  Industry-wide  disclosure  require¬ 
ments  that  will  inform  consumers  of  the 
nutritional  worth  of  advertised  foods. 

The  Commission  emphasizes  that 
neither  the  statement  of  factual  premises 
nor  the  issues  set  out  in  the  materials 
accompanying  the  proposed  rule  should 
be  interpreted  as  a  designation  of  de¬ 
puted  issues  of  specific  fact.  Such  desig¬ 


nations  shall  be  made  by  the  Commission 
or  its  duly  authorized  presiding  official 
pursuant  to  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice. 

Statement 

In  recent  years,  the  Commission  has 
been  particularly  concerned  with  prob¬ 
lems  surroimdlng  the  advertising  of  food 
products.  ’This  concern  was  initially 
sparked,  in  part,  by  findings  of  the  1969 
White  House  Conference  on  Pood,  Nutri¬ 
tion  and  Health.  ’The  1969  White  House 
Conference  Report  emphasized  that  sig¬ 
nificant  sectors  of  Uie  American  popula¬ 
tion  were  either  malnourished  or  not 
well-fed  due,  in  part,  to  the  f£u:t  that 
they  lacked  the  requisite  knowledge  to 
make  rational  determinations  of  their 
nutritional  needs. 

Since  food  is  of  central  Importance  to 
a  consumer’s  health  and  finances.  It  is 
important  that  food  advertisers’  claims 
respecting  their  products’  nutritional 
value  be  scrupulously  accmate.  The 
Commission  has  reason  to  believe  that 
some  current  food  advertising  contains 
curately  represent  the  nutritional  worth 
of  the  advertised  food  or  accurately  de¬ 
scribe  particular  nutrition  characteris¬ 
tics  being  advertised. 

The  Commission  has  further  reason  to 
believe  that  the  American  consumer  is 
being  confronted  with  general  advertis¬ 
ing  claims  relating  to  the  nutritional 
value  of  foods  which  have  no  commonly 
accepted  or  well-understood  meanings 
and  that  definitions  should  be  estab¬ 
lished  so  as  to  enable  consumers  to  uti¬ 
lize  these  terms  in  making  their  food 
purchase  decisions. 

’The  Commission  has  determined  that 
It  has  reason  to  believe  the  above  state¬ 
ments  on  the  basis  of  a  staff  review  of 
food  advertising  which  was  aimed  at 
identifying  common  food  messages,  ana¬ 
lyzing  the  nutrition  information  they 
provide  and  identifying  patterns  of  mis¬ 
leading  nutrition  claims.  The  staff’s  ex¬ 
amination  of  food  advertising  has  in¬ 
cluded  consultations  with  experts  from 
a  variety  of  disciplines  whose  expertise 
bears  upon  the  issues  raised  in  tl^  pro¬ 
posal.  *1710  Commission  has  not  adopted 
any  findings  or  conclusions  of  the  staff. 
All  findings  in  this  proceeding  shall  be 
based  solely  on  matter  in  the  rulemaking 
record. 

The  Proposed  Trade  Regulation  Rule 
on  Food  Advertising  is  designed  to  elim¬ 
inate  deception  and  unfairness  which 
may  result  from  the  making  of  certain 
affirmative  claims  with  respect  to  the 
nutritional  value  of  foods.  This  proposed 
rule  establishes  uniform  definitions  for 
certain  terms  the  use  of  which  is  sub¬ 
ject  to  ambiguity  and  deception,  and 
prohibits  outright  certain  other  claims 
the  making  of  which  is  deceptive. 

In  addition,  the  staff  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  is  of  the  view,  for  reasons  described 
at  length  in  its  statement,  that  it  is  an 
unfair  and  deceptive  act  or  practice  un¬ 
der  Section  5  for  advertisers  of  food 
products  to  fafl  to  disclose  affirmatively 
certain  information  concerning  the  nu¬ 
tritive  quality  of  advertised  food  prod¬ 
ucts  Itie  Commission  Is  extrem^  con¬ 


cerned  about  the  considerations  dis¬ 
cussed  in  the  staff  statement,  including 
the  implications  for  food  advertising 
raised  by  the  Food  and  Drug  Adminlstra- 
ticm’s  nutrient  labeling  lurogram.  ’The 
Commission  has  therefore  concluded  that 
it  is  in  the  public  interest  to  st^clt  com¬ 
ment  on  the  staff  statemrat.  Including, 
in  pcu'ticular,  the  form  which  the  affirm¬ 
ative  disclosures  called  for  in  that  state¬ 
ment  might  take. 

Furthermore,  the  Commission  has  for 
some  years  undertaken  extensive  adju¬ 
dicative  efforts  Ih  an  attempt  to  rem^y 
deceptive  or  unfair  advertising  by  some 
food  manufactiurers.  In  past  years  the 
Commission  has  litigated  many  cases 
involving  allegedly  false  or  unfair  adver¬ 
tising  for  foods  and  within  the  past  four 
years  has  Issued  approximately  twenty 
consent  orders  requiring  food  advertisers 
to  cease  and  desist  from  the  dissemina¬ 
tion  of  certain  misleading  nutrition 
claims.  ’The  Commission,  having  reason 
to  believe  that  adjudication  alone  Is  in¬ 
adequate  to  establish  well-defined  l^al 
standards  for  the  guidance  of  consumers 
and  food  advertisers,  imdertakes  here¬ 
with  to  define  with  specificity  some  acts 
or  practices  which  may  be  unfair  or  de¬ 
ceptive  and  to  prescribe  requirements  for 
the  purpose  of  preventing  such  acts  or 
practices. 

Invitation  To  Propose  Issues  of  Sfecific 

Fact  for  Consideration  nr  Public 

Hearings 

All  interested  persons  are  hereby  given 
notice  of  opportimlty  to  propose  any  dis¬ 
puted  issues  of  specific  fact,  in  contrast 
to  legislative  fact,  which  are  material 
and  necessary  to  resolve.  The  Commis¬ 
sion.  or  its  duly  authorized  presiding  offi¬ 
cial.  shall,  after  reviewing  submissions 
hereunder,  identify  any  such  issues  in  a 
Final  Notice  which  will  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Register.  Such  Issues  shall 
be  considered  in  accordance  with  section 
18(c)  of  the  Federal  Trade  Commission 
Act  as  amended  by  Pub.  L.  93-637,  and 
rules  promulgated  thereimder.  Proposals 
shall  be  accepted  until  not  later  than 
July  28,  1975,  by  the  Special  Assistant 
Director  for  Rul^naking,  Federal  Trade 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20580.  A 
proposal  should  be  Identified  as  a  “Pro¬ 
posal  Identifying  Issues  of  Specific 
Pact — FVxxi  Advertising,”  and  furnished, 
when  feasible  and  not  burdensome,  in 
five  c(H>ies. 

Invitation  To  Comment  on  the 
Proposed  Rule 

All  interested  persons  are  hereby  noti¬ 
fied  that  they  may  also  submit  to  the 
Special  Assistant  Director  for  Rulemak¬ 
ing,  Federal  ’Trade  Commission.  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20580,  data,  views  or  argu¬ 
ments  on  any  issue  of  fact,  law  or  policy 
which  may  have  some  bearing  upon  the 
proposed  rule.  Written  comments,  other 
than  proposals  Identifying  Issues  of  spe¬ 
cific  fact,  will  be  accepted  until  ten  (10) 
days  before  commencement  of  public 
hearings,  but  at  least  until  July  28,  1975. 
'The  times  and  places  of  public  hearings 
will  be  set  forth  In  a  later  notice  which 
will  be  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 


FEOSRAL  lEGISTER,  VOL  40,  NO.  103 — WEDNESDAY,  MAY  28,  1975 


23088 


PIOPOSEO  tUUS 


To  assure  prompt  consideration  of  a  com¬ 
ment,  It  should  be  Identified  as  a  "Food 
AdTerilaUlg  Comment,”  and  fiunlshed, 
when  feasible  and  not  burdensome.  In 
fire  copies. 

Interested  persons  should  also  be  ad¬ 
vised  the  Commission  will  consider 
all  data,  views,  argiunents  or  any  other 
relevant  information  previously  submit¬ 
ted  on  the  public  record  in  this  matter 
since  notice  of  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  November  11,  1B74  (39  FR 
39842  et  seq.) .  Resubmlssion  of  previously 
filed  data,  views,  arguments  or  other 
relevant  inlorma^n  is  not  required. 

In  accordance  with  above,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  has  proposed  to  amend  Subcbapter 
D,  'Hade  Regulation  Rules,  Chapter  I 
of  16  CFR  by  adding  a  new  Part  437  to 
read  as  below. 

Issued:  May  23, 1975. 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

[seal!  Charles  A.  Tobin, 

Secretary, 

See. 

4379  Preamble. 

SuBpiit  A — Seneral 

437.1  Definitions. 

437.3  Form,  content  and  method  of  mak¬ 
ing  dlecloeurea. 

Subpart  8 — Voluntary  Claims 

437.3  Emphatic  nutrlUon  claims. 

437.4  Nutrient  comparison  claims. 

437fi  Nourishment  claims. 

437.6  Natural  and  organic  food  claims 

|Reserved|. 

437.7  Claims  tor  foods  Intended  to  be  com¬ 

bined  with  other  foods. 

4379  Energy  and  calorie  claims. 

4379  Fat.  fatty  add  and  cholesterol  con¬ 
tent  o-ia-ima  [Reeerved]. 

437.10  Health  and  related  claims  [Re¬ 
served]. 

AtrTBoarrT:  38  Stat.  717,  as  amended;  (16 
VS.C.  41-68). 

§  437.0  Preamble. 

In  connection  with  the  advertising  of 
foods  in  commerce,  as  “(xmimerce’’  is 
defined  in  the  Federal  Trade  Commis¬ 
sion  Act,  for  the  purpose  of  Inducing  or 
which  is  likely  to  induce,  directly  or  in¬ 
directly,  the  purchase  of  food.  It  is  an 
unfair  method  of  competition  smd  an 
unfair  or  deceptive  act  or  practice  within 
the  meaning  of  sections  5  and  12  of  that 
Act  to  fall  to  comply  with  the  following 
provisions  of  this  Trade  Regulation 
Rule: 

Subpart  A — (Seneral 
§  437.1  Definitions. 

For  the  purpose  of  this  rule  the  follow¬ 
ing  definitions  shall  apply: 

(a)  •‘Advertisement’*  w  “Advertis¬ 
ing”.  Any  written  or  verbal  statement, 
Ulustratkm,  or  depiction,  other  than  a 
label  or  in  the  labeling,  which  is  designed 
to  effect  the  sale  of  any  food  product, 
or  to  create  interest  in  the  purchase  of 
such  product,  whether  the  same  appears 
in  a  newspaper,  magazine,  leaflet,  cir¬ 
cular.  mailer,  Ix^  Insert,  catalog,  sales 
promotional  laaterlal,  otoer  periodical 
Btouture  (except  professional  or  scien- 
tlflc  Journals),  billboard,  pubfic  transit 
card,  or  in  a  i^o  or  television  broad¬ 
cast  or  in  any  other  media.  It  does  not 


Include  polnt-of-purcbase  advertising  or 
any  promotional  developed 

and/or  disseminated  by  retail  supermar¬ 
ket  and  food  store  establishments  and 
wholesale  food  distributors  the  content 
of  which  refers  solely  to  the  price  of  an 
advertised  food  and  which  does  not  con¬ 
tain  reiHesentations  regarding  nutrition, 
nourishment,  other  nutrition  claims 
relative  to  the  product. 

(b)  "Food”.  Any  article  used  for  f(x>d 
or  drink  by  humans,  including  chewing 
gum.  However,  it  does  not  include : 

(1)  Special  formula  foods  which  are 
developed.  Intended  or  marketed  exclu¬ 
sively  for  Infants  (persons  not  more  than 
12  months  of  age)  and  which  provide 
the  complete  nutritional  requirements  of 
infants. 

(2)  Foods  represented  for  use  solely 
under  medical  supervision  to  meet  nutri¬ 
tional  requirements  in  specific  medical 
conditions  and  advertised  only  in  profes¬ 
sional  journals  or  publications. 

(3)  Alcoholic  beverages  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Alcohol  Admin¬ 
istration  Act  of  1935  (27  UJ3.C.  section 
201  et  seq.) . 

(c)  "Nutrients”.  Protein  and  those 
vitamins  and  minerals  listed  in  21  CFR 
1.17(c)  (7)  (iv)  and  21  C:FR  125.1(b). 

(d)  "United  States  Recommended 
Daily  Allowances"  (U.S.  RDA).  The  nu- 
trl^ts  and  levels  estaUished,  subject  to 
amoidment,  in  21  CFR  125.1. 

(e)  “Serving”.  That  reasonable  quan- 
ti^  of  food  suited  for  or  practicable  of 
consumption  as  part  of  a  meal  by  an 
adult  male  engaged  in  light  physical  ac¬ 
tivity  or  by  a  child  who  is  more  than  12 
months  of  age  (when  the  food  purports 
or  is  represented  to  be  for  consumption 
by  any  such  child) ;  or.  if  a  nutrient  label 
is  affixed  to  the  container  of  the  adver¬ 
tised  food,  "serving"  shall  be  the  same 
measure  as  that  which  is  stated  on  the 
label. 

(f)  “Portion.”  The  amount  of  a  food 
customarily  used  only  as  an  ingredient 
in  the  preparation  of  a  meal  component 
or.  if  a  nutrient  label  is  affixed  to  the 
container  of  the  advertised  food,  "por¬ 
tion”  shall  be  the  same  measure  as  that 
which  is  stated  on  the  label  (c.g.,  cup 
of  flour.  Ml  tablespoon  of  cooking  (^) . 

(g)  "Clearly  and  Conspicuously  Dis¬ 
close”.  (1)  Disclosing  in  a  manner  which 
can  be  easily  imderstood  (in  the  case  of 
television  and  print  advertising,  also 
easily  seen  and  read)  by  the  casual  ob¬ 
server.  listener,  or  reader  among  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  public  and  which  conforms 
(except  where  otherwise  provided  in  this 
rule) .  for  advertising  in  any  media,  in  all 
relevant  respects  to  the  Commission’s 
Statement  of  Enforcement  Policy  of  Oc¬ 
tober  21.  1970.  (See  VoL  2.  CCH  Trade 
Regulation  Reporter  section  7569.09.) 
E^h  disclosure  shall  be  presented  in  the 
same  language  principally  employed  In 
the  advertisement.  (See  Commission’s 
Statement  of  Policy  of  July  24,  1973,  as 
amended.  38  FR  21494-96.) 

(2)  In  any  television  advertisement 
any  disclosure  of  information  shall  be 
made  in  the  manner  and  form  prescribed 
by  i  437.2(g). 

(3)  *ln  any  print  advertisement  any 
disclosure  of  li^ormatlon  shall  be  made 


in  the  manner  and  form  prescribed  by 
S437J2(h>. 

(h)  ’‘Representation”  or  "Represent”. 
Any  direct  or  indirect  statement,  sug¬ 
gestion  or  implication  In  advertising,  in¬ 
cluding  but  not  limited  to  one  whkii  is 
made  orally,  in  writing,  pictorlally.  ae  by 
any  other  audio  or  visual  means,  or  by 
any  combination  thereof. 

(D  “Protein  Efficiency  Ratio”  (PER) . 
’The  protein  efficiency  ratio  (PER)  shall 
be  determined  in  accordance  with  the 
method  described  in  21  CFR  1.17(cj  (4). 

§  437.2  Form,  content  and  method  of 
making  diselosiircs. 

Any  disclosure  required  or  described 
by  any  provision  of  this  rule  shall  be 
made  in  accordance  with  the  following 
general  provisions  of  this  rule  and  as 
may  be  specifically  prescribed  in  a  sec¬ 
tion  dealing  with  that  particular  disclo¬ 
sure. 

(a)  NutrienU.  (1)  Any  advertisement 
which  contains  a  representation  con¬ 
cerning  a  nutrient  or  a  disclosure  of  a 
nutrient  shall  make  such  representation 
or  disclosure  only  from  among  the  nu¬ 
trients  listed  in  21  <3PR  ia7(c)  (7)  (iv) 
and  21  CFR  125.1(b). 

(2)  A  food  shaU  not  be  represented  in 
advertising  as  containing  a  nutrient,  im- 
less  (i)  the  nutrient’s  (a)  identity 
(stated  as  the  common  or  usual  name) 
and  (b)  amount  (expressed  as  a  percent¬ 
age  of  the  U.8.  RDA  contained  in  a  stated 
serving  of  the  advertised  food)  are 
clearly  and  conspicuously  disclosed  in  ac- 
(xirdance  with  all  the  provisions  of  this 
subpart  of  this  rule,  and  unipss  (ii)  a 
serving  of  such  food  contains  the  iden¬ 
tified  nutrient  in  an  amoimt  of  10  per¬ 
cent  or  more  of  the  U.S.  RDA;  Provided, 
however.  That,  in  instances  where  a  food 
or  a  serving  thereof  is  not  required  to 
contain  a  nutrient  at  a  certain  percent¬ 
age  of  the  UB.  RDA  before  a  voluntary 
claim  is  made,  an  advertisement  may 
represent  the  presence  of  nutrients  con¬ 
tained  in  amounts  of  less  than  10  per¬ 
cent  of  the  U.S.  RDA  per  serving  if  the 
identities  of  aU  nutrients  required  to  be 
disclosed  by  21  CFR  1.17  when  a  nutri¬ 
tion  claim  is  made,  as  well  as  their  re¬ 
spective  percentages  of  the  UJB.  RDA  per 
serving  (including  xero  percent),  are 
clearly  and  con^lcuously  disclosed  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  all  of  the  provisions  of 
this  subpart  of  this  rule.  If  a  food  or  a 
serving  thereof  is  required  to  contain  any 
nutrient  at  a  certain  percentage  of  the 
UB.  RDA  before  a  vohmtary  clsdm  may 
be  made  (see  Subpart  B),  the  actual 
Iiercentage  (prior  to  any  roimding  oH)  of 
the  UB.  RDA  at  which  any  such  nutrient 
is  contained  in  the  advotised  food  or  a 
serving  thereof  shall  determine  whether 
the  condition(s)  for  making  the  claim 
has  (have)  been  satisfied. 

(3)  An  advertised  food  or  a  serving 
thereof  may  not  be  represented  as  etm- 
tAiniTig  a  nutrient  in  an  amount  of  50 
percent  or  more  of  the  n.S.  RDA,  unless 
such  food  or  serving  contains  the  Identi¬ 
fied  nutrient  only  in  a  naturally  occur¬ 
ring  (indigenous)  form  or  such  nutrient 
has  been  added  In  compliance  with  21 
CFR  1.17(a)  (2). 
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(4)  Disclosures  of  nutrients  shall  be 
expressed  to  the  nearest  two  percent  In¬ 
crement  up  to  and  Including  the  10  per¬ 
cent  level;  to  the  nearest  five  percent 
Increment  above  the  10  percent  level  and 
up  to  and  Including  the  50  percent  level; 
and  to  the  nearest  10  percent  increment 
above  the  50  percent  level.  If  the  per¬ 
centage  falls  equidistant  between  the 
upper  and  lower  Increment  in  any  per¬ 
centage  level,  the  disclosure  shall  be  ex¬ 
pressed  as  the  lower  increment. 

(b)  Protein.  (1)  The  percentage  of  the 
n.S.  RDA  of  protein  present  per  serving 
of  the  advertised  food  shall  ba^  on 
a  UJ3.  RDA  of  45  grams  of  protein,  if  the 
total  protein  has  a  PER  equal  to  or 
greater  than  the  PER  or  casein;  or  based 
on  a  U.8.  RDA  of  65  grams  of  protein. 
If  the  total  protein  has  a  PER  less  than 
that  of  casein. 

(2)  Except  with  respect  to  the  amount 
of  protein  as  permitted  by  the  proviso  in 
paragraph  (a)  (2)  of  this  section,  repre¬ 
sentations  in  advertising  of  the  presence 
of  protein  may  be  made  only  if  a  serving 
of  the  advertised  food  contains  protein 
at  a  level  of  10  percent  or  more  of  the 
U.S.  RDA  and  the  total  protein  in  the 
advertised  food  alone  has  a  PER  of  20 
percent  or  more  of  the  PER  of  casein. 

(c)  Analytical  methods.  The  proce¬ 
dures  and  methods  used  for  determining 
the  amount  of  any  nutrient  contained  in 
an  advertised  food  shall  be  In  accord 
with  the  provisions  of  21  CFR  1.17  or, 
where  applicable.  9  CFR. 

<d)  Calories.  The  energy  content  of  a 
food  shaU  be  stated  in  calories  per  serv¬ 
ing,  expressed  to  the  nearest  two  calorie 
Increment  up  to  and  including  20  calo¬ 
ries;  to  the  nearest  five  csilorie  Increment 
above  20  calories  and  up  to  and  including 
50  calories;  and  to  the  nearest  10  calorie 
Inerement  above  50  calories.  Calorie  con¬ 
tent  shall  be  determined  in  the  manner 
deseribcd  In  21  CFR  1.17(c)  (3) . 

(e)  Serving  or  portion.  Statements  re¬ 
garding  servings  or  portions  shall  be  con¬ 
sistently  stated  In  terms  of  a  convenient 
unit  of  such  food  or  a  convenient  imit 
of  measure  that  can  be  easily  identified 
as  an  average  or  usual  serving  or  portion 
and  can  be  readily  understood  as  such  by 
purchasers  of  such  food.  Servings  or  por¬ 
tions  may  be  expressed  in  terms  of 
ounces,  fluid  ounces,  tablespoonfuls,  cup¬ 
fuls,  or  other  customary  or  usual  units, 
and  shall  be  consistent  with  the  appli¬ 
cable  provisions  of  21  C!FR  1.17.  Provi¬ 
sions  of  this  rule  which  refer  to  “serv¬ 
ings”  shall  be  construed  to  mean  “por¬ 
tions”  if  the  use  of  the  latter  term  would 
be  more  appropriate  with  respect  to  a 
particular  food  or  ingredient. 

(f)  Identification  and  designation  of 
foods.  A  food  shall  be  Identlfled  or  desig¬ 
nated  in  accordance  with  any  applicable 
Federal  regulations  prescribed  In  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations.  Non-stand- 
ardlzed  foods  shall  be  Identified  or  desig¬ 
nated  by  their  respective  common  or 
usual  names,  if  such  exist,  pursuant  to 
21  CFR  Part  102. 

(g)  Television  advertisements — method 
and  form  of  disclosures.  Under  i  437.2 

(a)  and  (b)  and  Subpart  B  of  this  rule, 
any  disclosure  In  any  television  adver¬ 


tisement  shall  be  made  In  the  same  por¬ 
tion  (audio  dr  video)  of  the  advertise¬ 
ment  In  which  the  voluntary  claim  Is 
made.  The  video  portion  of  the  disclosure 
In  each  advertis^ent  shall  be  prunl- 
nently  displayed  in  the  form  of  a  super 
or  title,  or  prominently  displayed  on  the 
screen  by  Itself  so  as  to  enable  it  to  be 
completely  and  easily  seen  and  read  on 
all  television  sets,  regardless  of  picture 
tube  size,  that  are  cxmimonly  available  for 
piuxhase  by  the  consuming  public.  Any 
disclosure  required  by  Subpart  B  of  this 
rule  in  any  advertisement  shall  be  made 
in  immediate  conjunction  with  the  vol- 
imtary  claim  which  creates  the  require¬ 
ment  for  such  disclosure. 

(h)  Print  advertisements — method  and 
form  of  disclosures.  (1)  Any  disclosure  in 
a  print  or  display  advertisement  shall  be 
prcmiinently  displayed  in  any  sans  serif 
type  style  consistent  with  the  require¬ 
ments  set  forth  in  9  437.1(g)(1)  and 
hereinbelow,  but  in  no  event  in  con¬ 
densed  t3q>e.  The  type  shall  be  set  on  a 
slug  at  lei^  one  point  larger  than  the 
point  size  of  the  type  (not  solid),  using 
only  normal  word  and  letter  spacing. 
A  determination  of  whether  a  particular 
disclosure  is  “clear  and  conspicuous” 
within  the  deflnltion  set  forth  under 
§  437.1(g)  (1)  of  this  rule  shall  be  made 
by  examining  the  context  of  the  total 
advertisement,  but  in  no  event  shall  a 
disclosure  be  deemed  clear  and  conspic¬ 
uous  unless  it  apears  in  type  of  at  least 
the  following  sizes,  size  being  measured 
by  the  height  of  the  smallest  letter  em¬ 
ployed  in  making  the  disclosure: 

(i)  At  least  Vin  inch  type,  in  adver¬ 
tisements  of  a  trim  size  not  larger  than 
65  square  inches. 

(ii)  At  least  %a  Inch  type,  in  adver¬ 
tisements  of  a  trim  size  larger  than  66 
square  Inches,  but  mot  larger  than  110 
square  Inches. 

(Hi)  At  lectft  Vz  Inch  tjiM,  In  advertise¬ 
ments  of  a  trim  size  larger  than  110 
square  inches,  but  not  larger  than  180 
square  inches. 

(iv)  At  least  type  of  a  size  bearing  the 
same  proportion  to  the  size  of  the  ad¬ 
vertisement  as  the  proportion  of  ^  Inch 
to  180  square  inches,  in  print  advertise¬ 
ments  of  a  trim  size  larger  than  180 
square  inches. 

(V)  For  any  billboard  or  other  display 
advertisement  (except  one  which  is  lo¬ 
cated  in  the  interior  of  a  public  transit 
vehicle)  normally  viewed  and  read  from 
a  distance  substantially  greater  than  the 
normal  range  of  reading  distances  for  a 
book,  newspaper,  magazine,  or  other 
similar  printed  reading  matter : 

(a)  At  least  inch  type  in  advertise¬ 
ments  of  a  trim  size  larger  than  180 
square  inches,  but  not  larger  than  270 
square  inches. 

(b)  At  least  inch  type  In  advertise¬ 
ments  of  trim  size  larger  than  270  square 
inches,  but  not  larger  than  1500  square 
inches. 

(c)  A  size  of  one  inch  p^  3000  square 
inches  times  the  area  of  the  advertise¬ 
ment  expressed  in  square  inches,  UjO., 
8ize=:(l  Inch/3000  square  inches)  x  (area 
of  the  advertisement  In  square  Inches)  1. 
but  in  no  event  of  a  size  less  than  ^ 


inch,  in  advertisements  of  trim  size  larger 
than  1500  square  inches. 

(2)  If  a  print  advertisement  appears 
on  more  than  one  page,  and  if  the  total 
area  of  the  advertisement  is  greater  than 
the  area  of  the  largest  page  upon  which 
it  appears,  the  required  type  size  shall 
be  determined  as  though  the  advertise¬ 
ment  were  of  an  area  equal  to  the  area 
of  the  largest  page  upon  which  it  appears. 

(3)  In  the  case  of  advertisements  that 
are  in  whole  or  part  lighted  or  reflec¬ 
tively  surfaced  or  advertisements  other¬ 
wise  prepared  for  enhanced  visibility,  any 
disclosure  shall  be  lighted  or  otherwise 
treated  in  the  same  manner  as  the  most 
prominently  lighted  or  otherwise  spe¬ 
cially  trea^  portion  of  the  advertise¬ 
ment. 

(4)  For  multi-sided  displays  and  like 
advertising  material,  the  required  type 
size  shall  be  determined  as  though  the 
advertisement  were  of  an  area  equal  to 
the  area  of  the  major  display  area  of  the 
display,  and  any  disclosure  shall  be 
prominently  positioned  upon  such  dis¬ 
play  area. 

(5)  For  unusual  advertising  material.^ 
or  materials  too  small  to  reasonably  com¬ 
ply  with  the  requirements  of  paragraphs 
(h)  (1)  through  (4)  of  this  section,  the 
Commission  may  establish  acceptable 
alternative  forms  of  making  the  required 
disclosiures.  A  petition  formally  request¬ 
ing  permission  to  utilize  an  alternative 
form  of  disclosme  may  be  submitted  to 
the  Secretary  for  due  consideration  by 
the  Commission. 

Subpart  B — ^Voluntary  Claims 
§  437.3  Emphatic  nutrition  olaini^s. 

Emphatic,  extraordinary,  positive  or 
similar  claims  concerning  the  nutritional 
value  of  a  food  with  general  or  speciflc 
reference  to  any  nutrient  (s)  contained 
in  such  food,  tncloding  but  not  limited 
to  the  use  of  terms  such  as  ‘*lot6  (or 

“full)  of _ ”,  “Mgh  (or  “rich)  in 

_ ”,  “packed  (or  “loaded)  with 

_ ”,  and  “excellent  (w  “signiflcant 

or  “good)  source  of _ ”  shall  not  be 

used  in  advertising  unless: 

(a)  The  identity  of  any  nutrient  upon 
which  the  claim  is  based,  as  well. as  the 
percentage  of  the  U.S.  RDA  per  stated 
serving  provided  by  each  such  Identifled 
nutrient,  is  clearly  and  conspicuously 
disclosed;  and 

(b)  A  serving  of  the  advertised  food 
contains  each  nutrient  Identlfled  pur¬ 
suant  to  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  in 
an  amount  of  at  least  35  percent  of  the 
U.S.  RDA. 

§  437.4  Nutrient  comparison  claims. 

(a)  Representations  In  advertising 
which  make  a  comparative  claim  for  the 
amcimt  of  any  nutrient  contained  in  an 
advertised  food  shall  not  be  made,  unless: 

(1)  The  comparison  is  with  an  equal¬ 
sized  serving  of  a  commercially  available 
food;  and 

(2)  If  a  serving  of  the  advertised  food 
contains  the  same  number  of  calories  as 
or  fewer  calories  than  an  equal-sized 
serving  of  the  compared  food,  the  com¬ 
pared  food  contains  no  more  than  two 
nutrients  In  amounts  greater  by  10  per- 
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cent  or  more  of  the  U5.  RDA  than  the 
amounts  (including  zero  percent)  at 
which  the  same  two  nutrients  are  con¬ 
tained  in  a  serving  of  the  advertised 
food;  and 

(3)  If  a  serving  of  the  advertised  f(x>d 
contains  more  calories  than  an  equal¬ 
sized  serving  of  the  compared  food,  the 
compared  food  contains  no  more  than 
two  nutrients  in  amounts  greater  on  a 
per  100  calorie  ba^  than  the  amounts 
(including  zero  percent)  at  which  the 
same  two  nutrients  are  contained  in  a 
serving  of  the  advertised  food;  and 

(4)  If  the  comparison  concerns  pro¬ 
tein,  a  serving  of  the  advertised  food 
contains  protein  of  at  least  the  same 
quality  as  that  contained  in  an  eq\ial- 
sized  serving  of  the  compared  food;  and 

(5)  The  identities  of  the  advertised 
and  compared  foods  are  clearly  and  con¬ 
spicuously  disclosed;  and 

(6)  The  advertised  food  and  the  food 
viith  which  it  is  compared  normally  serve 
the  same  purpose  in  the  diet;  and 

(7)  The  same  nutrients  are  compared 
and  the  name  of  each  such  compared 
nutrient  is  clearly  and  conspicuously  dis¬ 
closed;  and 

(8)  The  percentage  of  the  U.S.  RDA  of 
each  compared  nutrient  provided  by  a 
stated  serving  of  the  advertised  food  is 
clearly  and  conspicuously  disclosed;  and 

(9)  If  an  advertised  food  is  repre¬ 
sented  as  one  which  contains  any  nu¬ 
trient  in  any  amount  greater  than  the 
amount  of  such  nutrient  in  another  food, 
the  amount  contained  in  a  serving  of 
the  advertised  food  exceeds  that  con¬ 
tained  in  an  equal-sized  serving  of  the 
compared  food  by  at  least  10  percent  of 
the  UJ3.  RDA. 

(b)  A  food  shall  not  be  represented 
in  advertising  to  be  a  substitute  or  re¬ 
placement  for  another  food  (imless  it  is 
a  food  labeled  “imitation”  in  compliance 
with  21  CFR  1.8),  or  as  nutritious  as 
another  food,  unless : 

(DA  serving  of  the  advertised  food 
contains  at  least  the  same  nutrients  as 
those  nutrients  contained  in  an  amount 
of  2  percent  or  more  of  the  U.S.  RDA  in 
an  equal-sized  serving  of  the  compared 
food,  and  each  such  nutrient  is  present 
in  the  advertised  food  in  an  amount 
which  is  at  least  equivalent  to  the  amount 
at  which  each  is  contained  in  an  equal¬ 
sized  serving  of  the  compared  food;  and 

(2)  If  the  compared  food  contains  pro¬ 
tein,  a  serving  of  the  advertised  food 
contains  protein  of  at  least  the  same 
quality  as  that  contained  in  an  equal¬ 
sized  serving  of  the  compared  food;  and 

(3)  The  identity  of  the  compared  focxi 
and  number  of  calories  provided  by 
equal-sized,  stated  servings  of  the  ad¬ 
vertised  and  compared  foods,  respec¬ 
tively,  is  clearly  and  conspicuously  dis¬ 
closed;  and 

(4)  If  the  advertised  food  contains  a 
higher  fat  content  than  the  compared 
food,  such  fact,  as  well  as  the  total  fat 
content  (in  accordance  with  21  CFR 
§  1.17(c)  (6)  and  1.18(c)  (2)  (1) ),  is 
clearly  and  conspicuously  disclosed;  and 

(S>  If  an  advertisement  is  for  a  food 
labeled  “imitation”  in  compliance  with 
21  CFR  1.8,  it  is  clearly  and  conspicuously 


disclosed  that  such  food  is  not  as  nutri¬ 
tious  as  the  food  for  which  It  Is  Intended 
to  be  a  substitute  or  replacement. 

(c)  A  food  shall  not  be  represented  In 
advertising  to  be  nutritionally  superior 
to  another  food,  imless: 

(1)  The  nutrients  in  a  serving  of  the 
advertised  food  provide  at  least  10  per¬ 
cent  more  of  the  U.S.  RDA  than  are  pro¬ 
vided  by  those  nutrients  contained  in  an 
amount  of  2  percent  or  more  of  the  U.S. 
RDA  in  an  equal-sized  serving  of  the 
compared  food;  and 

(2)  If  the  compared  food  contains  pro¬ 
tein,  a  serving  of  the  advertised  food  con¬ 
tains  protein  of  at  least  the  same  quality 
as  that  contained  in  an  equal-sized  serv¬ 
ing  of  the  compared  food;  and 

(3)  The  identity  of  the  compared  food 
and  number  of  calories  provided  by 
equal-sized,  stated  servings  of  the  ad¬ 
vertised  and  compared  foods,  resp>ec- 
tively,  is  clearly  and  conspicuously  dis¬ 
closed;  and 

(4)  If  the  advertised  food  contains  a 
higher  fat  content  than  the  compared 
food,  such  fact,  as  well  as  the  total  fat 
content  (in  accordance  with  21  CFR 
1.17(c)(6)  and  1.18(c)  (2)  (i) ),  is  clearly 
and  conspicuously  disclosed. 

§  437.5  Nourishment  claims. 

(a)  An  advertisement  shall  not  repre¬ 
sent  a  food  to  be  “nourishing”,  “whole¬ 
some”,  “nutritious”,  or  use  any  other 
term  of  similar  import  which  in  any  way 
states,  suggests  or  implies  that  such  food 
is  a  valuable  or  significant  source  of  nu¬ 
trition,  unless  a  serving  of  the  food  con¬ 
tains  at  least  four  nutrients,  including 
protein,  each  of  which  is  present  in  an 
amount  of  at  least  10  percent  of  the 
Uj3.  RDA  per  100  calories,  and  unless  at 
least  one  of  such  nutrients  is  present  in 
a  serving  of  such  food  in  an  amount  of 
at  least  10  percent  of  ths  U.S.  RDA; 
Provided,  however.  That  such  terms  may 
be  used  to  describe  any  identified  nu- 
trient(s)  which  is  (are)  contained  in 
such  food  (e.g.,  “nutritious  Vitamin  C”), 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  S  437.2(a)  (2) 
of  this  rule. 

(b)  A  food  or  a  serving  thereof  shall 
not  be  represented  in  advertising  as  pro¬ 
viding  all  of  the  nutrients  necessary  for 
a  sound,  complete  or  balanced  diet,  unless 
It  satisfies  the  U.S.  RDA  requirements 
for  protein,  vitamins  and  minerals  pre¬ 
scribed  in  21  CFR  Part  125,  and  unless 
competent  and  reliable  scientific  tests 
demonstrate  that  such  food  is  a  total  diet 
replac«nent. 

(c)  Subject  to  the  provisions  of  para¬ 
graph  (b)  of  this  section,  an  advertise¬ 
ment  shall  not  represent  that  an  adver¬ 
tised  food  or  a  serving  thereof  alone  Is 
“perfect”  or  “nutritionally  perfect",  pro¬ 
vides  “complete  nutrition”,  contains  “all 
the  good  things  you  need”,  or  use  any 
other  term  of  similar  Import  which  in 
any  way  states,  suggests  or  implies  that 
consumption  oi  only  the  advertised  food 
will  provide  enough  nutrition  to  consti¬ 
tute  a  sufficient  and  full  source  of  nu¬ 
trition;  or  that  consumption  of  the 
advertised  food  or  a  serving  thereof 
maintains  health,  makes  an  individual 
well-fed  or  in  any  way  is  a  unique,  spe¬ 


cial  or  exclusive  source  of  nutrition  or 
health  benefits. 

(d)  An  advertisement  shall  not  repre¬ 
sent  that  a  food  or  a  serving  thereof  con¬ 
stitutes  a  nutritionally  adequate  meal, 
unless  such  advertised  food  or  serving 
thereof  complies  with  an  applicable  Fed¬ 
eral  regulation  prescribed  in  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations. 

§  437.6  Natural  and  organic  fof>d  claims. 
[Reserved] 

[See  Explanation  of  Proceeding  and 
Analysis  and  Statement  of  Issues  by 
Section.] 

§  437.7  Claims  for  foods  intended  to  be 
combined  with  other  foods. 

(a)  If,  in  order  to  prepare  a  food  for 
consumption,  it  is  necessary  for  a  con¬ 
sumer  to  add  to  an  advertised  food  any 
other  food(s),  characterizing  Ingredi- 
ent(s)  or  component(s) ,  as  such  Ingredl- 
ent(s)  or  component(s)  is  (are)  defined 
in  21  CFR  102.1,  that  fact  shall  be  clearly 
and  conspicuously  disclosed  in  any  ad¬ 
vertisement  for  such  food. 

(b)  An  advertisement  for  a  food  de¬ 
scribed  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section 
may  represent  that  consumption  of  a 
serving  of  the  combination  provides  a 
designated  percentage  of  the  U.S.  RDA 
of  each  of  the  nutrients  contained  in  a 
serving  of  such  combination,  subject 
to  the  provisions  of  §  437.2(a)  (2)  of  this 
rule.  However,  a  representation  that  the 
advertised  food  alone  provides  a  desig¬ 
nated  percentage  of  the  U.S.  RDA  of  the 
nutrients  which  are  contained  in  a  serv¬ 
ing  of  such  combination  shall  not  be 
made. 

(c)  If  a  serving  of  the  food(s),  Ingre- 
dlent(s)  or  component (s)  with  which 
an  advertised  food  is  (are)  necessarily 
combined  contributes  more  than  50  per¬ 
cent  of  the  U.S.  RDA  of  any  nutrient 
named  in  the  advertisement,  it  shall  be 
clearly  and  conspicuously  disclosed  that 
most  of  such  nutrient  is  provided  by  such 
food(s),  Ingredlent(s)  or  component(s) , 

(d)  If  an  advertised  food  is  frequently, 
but  not  necessarily,  combined  with  any 
other  food(s),  ingredlent(s)  or  com¬ 
ponent  (s)  for  consumption,  any  repre¬ 
sentation  regarding  nutrition  shall  be 
based  on  the  nutritional  value  of  the  ad¬ 
vertised  food  alone. 

§  437.8  Energy  and  calorie  claims. 

(a)  An  advertisement  shall  not  repre¬ 
sent  that  a  food  or  nutrient  contains, 
produces,  provides,  enhances,  or  is  a 
source  of  “energy”  or  “food  energy”,  or 
use  any  other  word,  demonstration  or  de¬ 
piction  of  similar  import,  unless  it  cleaiiy 
and  conspicuously  discloses,  in  immedi¬ 
ate  conjunction  with  the  making  of  each 
such  representation,  that  “energy”  or 
“food  energy”  is  supplied  by  calories,  as 
well  as  the  number  of  calories  contained 
in  a  stated  serving  of  the  advertised  food. 

(b)  An  advertisement  shall  not  repre¬ 
sent  that  consumption  of  a  food  or  nu¬ 
trient,  by  itself,  will  produce  or  provide 
health,  general  vigor,  sustained  energy 
or  alertness,*  or  that  the  energy  from 
calories,  by  itself,  will  produce  or  pro¬ 
vide  strength,  endurance,  intellectual 
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performance,  or  the  prevention  or  relief 
of  fatigue. 

(c)  An  advertisement  shall  not  repre¬ 
sent  that  consmnption  of  a  food  in  any 
way  enhances  or  contributes  to  a  per¬ 
son’s  vigor,  energy,  alertness,  strength  or 
endurance,  unless  it  clearly  and  con¬ 
spicuously  discloses,  in  Immediate  con¬ 
junction  with  the  making  of  each  such 
representation: 

(1)  That  such  vigor,  energy,  alertness, 
strength  or  endurance  is  enhanced  by 
and  depends,  in  part,  upon  the  calories 
in  the  food;  and 

(2)  The  number  of  calories  contained 
in  a  stated  serving  of  the  advertised  food. 

(d)  An  advertisement  shall  not  repre¬ 
sent  that  consmnption  of  any  food  or 
meal  is  useful  for,  or  contributes  in  any 
way  to,  or  is  useful  in,  regulating  or 
maintaining  caloric  Intake  or  body 
weight  by  the  use  of  any  demonstration 
or  depiction,  or  any  word  or  phrase  such 
as  “diet”,  “dietetic”,  “low  calorie”,  “low 
In  calories”,  “fewer  calories”,  “calorie  re¬ 
duced",  “contains  artificial  sweeteners", 
“artificially  sweetened”,  or  any  other 
demonstration,  depiction  or  term  of 
similar  Import,  unless: 

(1)  The  advertised  food  complies  with 
the  provisions  of  21  CFR  125.6;  and 


(2)  The  number  of  calories  contained 
in  a  stated  serving  of  the  advertised  food 
is  clearly  and  conspicuously  disclosed. 

(e)  An  advertisement  for  a  food  which 
makes  any  representation  described  in 
paragraph  (d)  of  this  section,  and  which 
contains  any  artificial  sweetener,  except 
one  which  serves  an  authorized  tech¬ 
nological  purpose  (as  defined  in  21  CFR 
125.1(1))  shall  comply  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  paragraphs  (d)(1)  and  (2)  ot 
this  section,  and 

(1)  Shall  clearly  and  conspicuously 
disclose  the  number  of  calories  contained 
in  a  stated,  equal-sized  serving  of  the 
same  food  made  with  nutritive  sweet¬ 
eners;  and 

(2)  If  the  artificially  sweetened  prod¬ 
uct  contains  a  nutritive  sweetener,  the 
advertisement  shall  clearly  and  con¬ 
spicuously  make  the  following  specific 
disclosure: 

This  food  contains  sugars  and  shotild  not 
ba  used  by  diabetics  without  the  advice  of  a 
physician. 

(f)  An  advertisement  shall  not  repre¬ 
sent  that  a  food  is  “sugarless”,  “sugar 
free”,  “contains  no  sugar”  or  use  any 
other  term  of  similar  import,  unless  such 
food  contains  no  sugars.  Including,  but 


not  limited  to,  sorbitol,  mannitol,  or  other 
hexitoKs). 

§  437.9  Fat,  fatty  acid  and  diolestcrol 
content  claims  [Reeenred] 

[See  Explanation  of  Proceeding  and 
Analysis  and  Statement  of  Issues  by  Sec¬ 
tion.] 

§  437.10  Health  and  related  claims. 
[Reserved] 

[See  Explanation  of  Proceeding  and 
Analysis  and  Statement  of  Issues  by  Sec¬ 
tion.] 

[PB  Doc.76-13680  PUed  6-27-76:8:46  am) 


[16  CFR  Part  438] 

PROPRIETARY  VOCATIONAL  AND  HOME 
STUDY  SCHOOLS 

Proposed  Advertising,  Disclosure,  Cooling 
Off  and  Refund  Requirements 

Correction 

In  FR  Doe.  75-12777  appearing  at  page 
21048  in  the  issue  of  Thursday,  May  15, 
1975  on  page  21052,  third  column  in 
paragraph  4.  the  fourth  line  from  the 
bottom  DOW  reading,  “training  useless  in 
obtaining  course-”  should  read,  “training 
useless  unless  shown  otherwise?” 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 
Agency  for  International  Development 
{No.  90.1.14] 

MISSION  DIRECTOR,  USAID.  VIETNAM 

Cancellation  of  Redelegation  of  Authority 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  Redelegation  of  Authority  No.  99.1 
(38  FR  12336),  dated  May  1.  1973,  from 
the  Assistant  Atiministrator  for  Program 
and  Management  Services,  I  hereby  re¬ 
voke  Redelegation  of  Authority  No. 
99.1.14  to  the  Mission  Director,  USAID. 
Vietnam  (39  FR  30059). 

This  revocation  is  effective  immedi¬ 
ately. 

Dated:  May  14,  1975. 

Hugh  L.  Dwellet, 
Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Contract  Management. 

(FB  Doc.76-13760  FUed  6-27-75;  8;  45  am] 


(No.  09.1.66] 

MISSION  DIRECTOR.  USAID, 
KHMER  REPUBLIC 

Cancellation  of  Redelegatfon  of  Authority 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated 
to  me  by  Redelegation  of  Authority  No. 
99.1  (38  FR  12336),  dated  May  1.  1973, 
from  the  Assistant  Administrator  for 
Program  and  Management  Services,  I 
hereby  revoke  Redelegation  of  Authority 
No.  99.1.56  to  the  Mission  Director. 
USAID,  Khmer  Republic  (39  FR  12902) . 

This  revocation  Is  effective  immedi¬ 
ately. 

Dated:  May  14. 1975. 

Hugh  L.  Dwelley, 
Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Contract  Management. 

(FB  Doc.76-13761  Ftted  8-27-76:8:46  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 
(PubUc  Notice  CM-C5/1] 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  PRIVATE  IN¬ 
TERNATIONAL  LAW.  STUDY  GROUP  ON 
MATRIMONIAL  MATTERS 

Cancellation  of  Meeting 

The  meeting  of  the  Study  QroiB> 
Matrimonial  Matters,  a  subgroup  of  the 
Secretary  of  State’s  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Private  International  Law.  an¬ 
nounced  aa  scheduled  for  June  4.  1975. 
has  been  cancelled.  The  documents 
which  were  to  have  been  the  siffiject  of 
study  at  the  meeting  will  not  be  available 
for  distribution  by  that  date. 

The  announc^nent  of  this  meetlnff  ap-  ■:» 
peered  on  page  22007  of  the  Fsonju.^ 


Register  for  Tuesday,  May  20,  1975  (40 
FR  22007). 

Dated:  May  20, 1975. 

Robert  E.  Dalton, 
Executive  Director. 
(FB  Doc.76-13767  FUed  6-27-76;8:46  am] 


[Public  Notice  CM-6/541 

SHIPPING  COORDINATING  COMMITTEE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE  ON  SAFETY  OF  LIFE 
AT  SEA 

Meeting 

The  working  group  on  container  opera¬ 
tions  of  the  Subcommittee  on  Safety  of 
Life  at  Sea  (SOLAS)  will  hold  an  open 
meeting  at  9:30  a.m.  on  Wednesday, 
June  18,  1975  in  Room  8334  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation.  400  7th 
Street,  SW.,  Washington.  D.C. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  will  be  to 
discuss  United  States  positions  for  the 
16th  session  of  the  Intergovernmental 
Maritime  Consultative  Organization’s 
(IMCO)  Subcommittee  on  Containers 
and  Cargoes  scheduled  to  meet  June  30, 
1975  in  London. 

The  principal  items  on  the  agenda  for 
the  16th  session  are: 

Decisions  of  the  IMCO  Maritime  Safety  Com¬ 
mittee  related  to  the  work  of  the  Sub¬ 
committee 
Carriage  of  Oraln 

Code  of  Safe  Practice  for  Bulk  Cargoes 
International  Convention  for  Safe  Contain¬ 
ers  (CSC) .  1972 

Code  of  Safe  Practice  for  Ships  Carrying 
Timber  Deck  Cargoes 

Safe  Stowage  and  Secvulng  of  Cargo  In  non- 
container  ships 

The  working  group  will  also  discuss  a 
common  American  position  on  container 
standards  for  use  in  all  foreign  affairs 
forums;  and  problems  concerning  stow¬ 
age  of  mllltaiT  explosives  in  commercial 
containers  for  overseas  shipments. 

Further  Information  on  this  working 
group  meeting  may  be  obtained  from  Mr. 
M.  H.  Allen.  Chairman  of  the  working 
group  on  container  operations.  He  may 
be  reached  by  telephone  on  (area  code 
202)  426-1577. 

Members  of  the  public  may  submit 
written  comments  to  the  Chairman  prior 
to  June  12.  The  Chairman  will,  as  time 
permits,  entertain  oral  comments  from 
members  of  the  public  attending  the 
meeting. 

Richard  K.  Bank, 
Chairman, 

Shipping  Coordinating  Committee. 
BCat  19, 1975. 

(PB  Doo.76-m68  FUed  6-37-76;8:46  sm] 


[Public  Notice  CM-6/66] 

SHIPPING  COORDINATING  COMMITTEE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE  ON  SAFETY  OF  LIFE 
AT  SEA 

Meeting 

The  working  group  on  radio  communi¬ 
cations  of  the  Subcommittee  on  Safety 
of  Life  at  Sea  (SOLAS)  will  hold  an  open 
meeting  at  9:30  a.m.  on  Thursday, 
Jime  19,  1975  in  Room  847  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Communications  Commission.  1919 
M  Street,  NW..  Washington.  D.C. 

The  purpose  of  the  working  groups' 
meeting  will  be  to  discuss  the  agenda  and 
preparations  for  the  15th  session  of  the 
Intergovernmental  Maritime  Consulta¬ 
tive  Organization’s  Subconunlttee  on  Ra¬ 
dio  Communications,  scheduled  to  be 
held  in  London,  September  15-19,  1975. 
Among  the  items  on  the  agenda  for  the 
15th  session  are: 

Actions  taken  by  the  Maritime  Safety  Com¬ 
mittee  at  its  thirty-second  seeslon; 
Operational  standards  (or  shlpbome  radio 
equipment; 

Report  on  the  outcome  of  the  Conference  on 
the  Establishment  of  an  International 
Maritime  SateUite  System. 

Requests  for  further  Information  on 
the  meeting  should  be  directed  to  Cap¬ 
tain  W.  T.  Adams,  Chairman  of  the 
working  group  on  radio  communications. 
United  StatM  Coast  Guard,  400  7th 
Street,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20590.  He 
may  be  reached  by  telephone  on  (area 
code  202)  426-1345. 

Members  of  the  public  may  submit 
written  comments  to  the  CSialrman  prior 
to  June  12.  The  Chairman  will,  as  time 
permits,  entertain  oral  emrunents  from 
members  of  the  public  attending  the 
meeting. 

Richard  K.  Bank, 
Chairman, 

Shipping  Coordinating  Committee. 
May  19,  1975. 

[FB  Doc.76-18769  Filed  6-27-76:8:46  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
Department  of  the  Air  Force 
SCIENTIHC  ADVISORY  BOARD 

Meeting 

May  22. 1975. 

The  USAF  Scientific  Advisory  Board 
Electronics  Panel  on  Fhiorltlzatlon  ot 
Electixm  Device  Technology  will  hold  a 
meeting  on  June  17  and  18,  1975  from 
9:00  am.  to  5:00  p.m.  at  the  Air  Force 
Avionics  Laboratory,  Wright  Patterson 
Air  Force  Base,  Ohio. 

The  meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  pub- 
>  lie  In  accordance  with  Title  5,  UB.C. 
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552(b)  (1).  (4)  and  (5).  The  Panel  will 
receive  classified  and  proprietary  briefing 
on  the  present  electron  device  technology 
base  and  anticipated  Air  Force  develop¬ 
ment  opportunities  and  requirements 
through  FY  1981. 

P\>r  further  Information,  contact  the 
Scientific  Advisory  Board  l^retarlat  at 
202-697-4648. 

James  L.  Elmer, 

Major,  USAF  Executive.  Direc-. 
torate  of  Administration. 

|FR  DOC.7&-13831  Filed  5-27-76:8:45  am] 


SCIENTIFIC  ADVISORY  BOARD 
Meeting 

May  22, 1976. 

The  USAF  Scientific  Advisory  Board 
C-141  Independent  Review  Team  will 
hold  a  meeting  on  Jime  17.  1975,  from 
8:30  ajn.  to  5:00  p.m.  and  on  June  18, 
1975,  from  8:30  a.m.  to  2:45  p.m.  at  the 
Lockheed  Georgia  Company,  Marietta, 
Georgia. 

The  meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  public 
In  accordance  with  Title  5.  U.S.C.  552(b) 
(1),  (4)  and  (6).  The  Committee  wttl 
receive  classified  and  proprietary  brief¬ 
ings  on  the  proposed  modification  to 
stretch  the  C-141. 

For  further  Information,  contact  the 
Scientific  Advisory  Board  Secretariat  at 
202-697-4648. 

James  L.  Elmer, 
Major,  USAF  Executive 
Directorate  of  Administration. 

I  PR  Doc.76-18832  PUed  6-27-76:8:46  ami 


SCIENTIFIC  ADVISORY  BOARD 
Meeting 

May  22, 1975. 

The  USAF  Scientific  Advisory  Board 
Committee  on  Gas  Turbine  Technology 
will  hold  a  meeting  on  June  23,  1975 
from  8:30  a.m.  to  5:00  p.m.  and  on  Jime 
24,  1975  from  8:30  a.m.  to  3:30  pjoi.  at 
the  Air  Force  Aero  Propulsion  Labora¬ 
tory,  Wiight-Patterson  Air  Force  Base, 
Ohio. 

The  meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  In  accordance  with  Title  5,  UB.C. 
552(b)  (1),  (4)  and  (5).  The  Commit¬ 
tee  will  receive  classified  and  proprietary 
briefings  on  contractors*  gas  turbine 
technology  programs. 

For  further  Information,  contact  the 
Scientific  Advisory  Board  Secretariat  at 
202-697-4648. 

James  L.  Elmer, 
Major,  USAF  Executive, 
Directarate  of  Administration. 

|FR  Doc.76-13834  Plied  6-27-76:8:46  am) 


FEOEIAL 


SClEmiFIC  ADVISORY  BOARD 
Meeting 

May  22. 1975. 

The  USAF  Scientific  Advisory  Board 
Ad  Hoc  Committee  on  Laser  Technology 
will  hold  a  meeting  on  June  19  and  20. 
1975  from  8:30  a.m.  to  5:00  pjn.  at  the 
Air  Force  Weapons  Laboratory,  Klrtland 
Air  Force  Base,  New  Mexico. 

The  meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  in  accordance  with  Title  5.  U.S.C. 
552(b)  (1),  (4)  and  (5).  The  Commit¬ 
tee  will  receive  classified  briefings  and 
hold  classified  discussions  on  laser  tech¬ 
nology  programs. 

For  further  information,  contact  the 
Scientific  Advisory  Board  Secretariat  at 
202-697-4648. 

James  L.  Elmer, 
Major,  USAF  Executive 
Directorate  of  Administration. 

IFR  Doc.76-13838  Piled  6-27-76:8:46  am] 


SCIENTIFIC  ADVISORY  BOARD 
Meeting 

May  22,  1975. 

The  USAF  Scientific  Advisory  Board 
Committee  on  B-1  Structures  will  hold 
a  meeting  on  June  25  and  26,  1975  from 
8:30  a.m.  to  5:00  p.m.  at  Rockwell  Li- 
ternational,  Los  Angeles,  California. 

The  meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  in  accordance  with  Title  5,  U.S.C. 
552(b)  (1),  (4)  and  (5).  The  Commit¬ 
tee  will  receive  classified  informational 
briefings  on  the  structural  aspects  of  the 
B-1  aircraft  development  program. 

For  further  Information,  contact  the 
Scientific  Advisory  Board  Secretariat  at 
202-697-4648. 

James  L.  Elmer, 
Major,  USAF  Executive, 
Directorate  of  Administration. 

I  PR  Doc.76-13835  PUed  6-27-76:8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Drug  Enforcement  Administration 

MANUFACTURE  OF  CONTROLLED 
SUBSTANCES 

Application 

Section  303(a)(1)  of  the  Comprehen¬ 
sive  Drug  Abuse  Prevention  and  Control 
Act  of  1970  (21  U.S.C.  823(a)  (D)  states: 

The  Attorney  General  shall  register  an  ap- 
pUcant  to  manufacture  controlled  substances 
In  schedules  I  or  n  If  he  determines  that 
such  registration  Is  consistent  with  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  and  with  United  States  obliga¬ 
tions  under  international  treaties,  conven¬ 
tions,  or  protocols  in  effect  on  the  effective 
date  of  this  part.  In  determining  the  public 
Interest,  the  following  factors  shaU  be 
considered: 

(1)  Maintenance  of  effective  controls 
against  diversion  of  particular  controUed 
substances  and  any  controUed  substance  in 
schedule  I  or  II  compounded  therefrom  into 


other  than  legitimate  medical,  scientific,  re¬ 
search.  or  industrial  channels,  by  limiting 
the  importation  and  bulk  manufacture  of 
such  controUed  substcmces  to  a  number  of 
establishments  which  can  produce  an  ade¬ 
quate  and  uninterrupted  supply  of  these 
substances  under  adequately  competitive 
conditions  for  legitimate  medical,  scientific, 
research,  and  industrial  purposes: 

Section  1008  of  the  ControUed  Sub¬ 
stance  Import  and  Export  Act  (21  U.S.C. 
958(h) )  provides  that  the  Attorney  Gen¬ 
eral  shall,  prior  to  issuing  a  registration 
under  this  section  to  a  bulk  manufac¬ 
turer  of  a  controUed  substance  in  sched¬ 
ules  I  or  n.  and  prior  to  issuing  a  regu¬ 
lation  under  section  1002(a)  authorizing 
the  importation  of  such  a  substance, 
provide  manufacturers  holding  registra¬ 
tions  for  the  bulk  manufacture  of  the 
substance  an  opportunity  for  a  hearing. 

Pursuant  to  S  1301.43  of  Title  21  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  on  April  9,  1975,  Regis 
Chemical  Company,  8210  N.  Austin  Ave¬ 
nue.  Morton  Grove,  Illinois  60053,  made 
appUcation  to  the  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration  to  be  registered  as  a 
buUc  manufacturer  of  mcseallne,  a  basic 
class  controUed  substance  Usted  in 
schedule  I. 

Any  person  registered  to  manufacture 
mescaline  in  biUk  may,  on  or  before 
July  1,  1975,  file  written  comments  on  or 
objections  to  the  issuance  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  registration  and  may,  at  the  same 
time,  file  a  written  request  for  a  hear¬ 
ing  on  the  application  (stating  with  par¬ 
ticularity  the  objections  or  Issues,  if  any, 
concerning  which  the  person  desires  to 
be  heard  and  a  brief  summary  of  his 
position  on  those  objections  or  issues). 

Comments  and  objections  may  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Hearing  Clerk,  OfQce  of 
the  Administrative  Law  Judge.  Drug  Enr 
forcement  Administration,  Room  1130, 
1405  Eye  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20537. 

Dated :  May  20, 1975. 

John  R.  Bartels,  Jr., 
Administrator, 

Drug  Enforcement  Administration. 

|PR  Doc.76-13819  Piled  6-27-76:8:46  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Receipt  of  Application 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  foUow- 
Ing  appUcaticm  for  a  permit  is  deemed  to 
have  been  received  under  section  10  of 
the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973  (Pub. 
L.  93-205). 

Applicant.  Idaho  Cooperative  Wildlife  Re- 
oearch  Unit,  College  of  Poreetry.  WUdlife  and 
Range  Science,  University  ot  Idaho,  Moscow, 
Idaho  83843.  Dr.  Maurice  Homo<^er.  Leader. 
Dr.  Roderick  O.  Drewlen,  Research  WQdllfe 
Biologist. 
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HPMtnOT  ff  UK  HTBIOI 
•.1  nsi  MM  vuiffi  avn 

flDEUlinSlMDffUlfE 

UCEKE/PEIIITtfrUCAIlH 


M«acr.  watifi^iwi  far  i* 

Idaho  cooperative  Wildlife  Research 
Unit.  The  staff  field  investigator  who 
will  be  handling  the  whooping  cranes  is 
Or.  Roderick  C.  Orewien,  Research 
Wildlife  Biologist.  College  FWR.Univ.of 
ID., Moscow. ID.  83843.  Phone: 208-88S-643f 


t.  AFFUOATION  TOR  ffafaciM 


□ 


WMir  OR  Mviir  iJO»«sc 


H]' 


1.  RMCrOUCRiRTtON  or  ACMfaVITY  FOR  «MtCM  RHOl.>CWm  UO^lSC 

To  transplant  whooping  crane  eggs  fronl 
Ft. Smith,  Alberta,  Canada  to  Grays  Lake) 
National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Idaho  and  plap 
eggs  into  nests  of  Greater  Sandhill 
cranes.  The  eggs  will  be  hatched  and 
the  3«>ung  reared  by  the  sandhill  crane 
foster-parents.  Subsequent  activity  wil| 
consist  of  close  observation  of  foster¬ 
parent  family  groups  and  possible  captu 
and  leg  banding  of  whooping  crane  chickt 


:e 


¥!  elT^v'esVygalor 


pud  □» 


5*  8' 


OATC  or  oiima 

30  July  1939 


[COUDRCva 

I  Brown  Brown 


■DOMT 

170  lbs. 


lerruorcD  sooMcicauRiTvadiMRfaR 

555-50-5042 


&  ir  **ArR.jCAM'r*  it  a  RusiNCSt.  coRroA^nOiR.  moLiC  «nnrr. 

OR  IWtTlTUTiOii.  COMPUETE  T>«e  rOcuQPiRO 

Tvre  OR  KMO^  RUfaRCil  R3CNCV.  OR  MSflTUTlON 

Idaho  Cooperative  Wildlife  Research  Unf 
(Univ.  of  Idaho  and  U.S.  Fish  AWildlife: 
Service  Cooperating)  headquartered  at 
College  of  Forestry .Wildlife  A  Range 
Sciences,  Univ.  of  Idaho.Moscow,  ID. 


OCCU^ATKM 


Research  W1 .  Biologist  on  staff  of  ICWRp 

•MV  auiMOV  tOBtcv.  on  mmwurfOM*.  •fmuavkm  m»vimo 
TO  oo  am.  TMC  nnjnjp%  to  oe  ppyCAR  *r  TMt  ctcamorcf 

Idaho  Cooperative  WiTdTife  Research 
Unit,  College  of  Forestry,  Wildlife  and 
Range  Sdi..  Univ.  of  Idaho,  Moscow, 

Idaho  83843 


NAMC.  TiTUe,  Amo  A«0ME  number  or  RRESIOEMT.  RRINaPAi. 
OmCER.  OlRECTOR.  ETC. 


H/A 


«.  LOCATION  RmERC  RROPOiEB  ACTIVITY  It  TO  BE  COnOUCTEO 

Foster-parent  experiment  will  be-at 
Grays  Lake  National  Wildlife  Refuge  and 
vicinity,  Wayan, Idaho  83285. 

Follow-up  field  work  with  the  foster- 
parent  families  will  be  conducted  at 
(Grays  Lake  NUR.Nonte  Vista  NWR,  Bosque 
^NWR  and  at  other  points  where  the  whoop 
ing  cranes  may  occur. 


Fed.  Banding  Permit  5891 


«.  ir  RCOutReo  mr  amv  state  or  foreion  oovemMMT,  oo  too 
HAVE  THCiR  APPRO YAC  TO  COMOUCT  TME  ACTTVITT  VOR  * 
PROPOSCT  (S  VO  P  NR 

•rr«w 


Canadian  government.  Permits  being 
secured  .by  the .Canadian  Wildl.  Service 
for  harwllnq  ^f^^w^wpeir  eggs  by  their 


dfwda 


Aco  errecTf^ 


N/A 


25  May  1975 


.  OURATION  NEEOEO 


25  May  1975-30  June 


17.23  Zoological,  educational,  scientific,  or  propagation  permits 


CCRTflCATIOII 

I  HEtarCBITWT  IMAT I  NAVE  READ  AMD  AN  EA'MUAIt  WTH  IHE  RECULATIOM  OONTAWEO  M  Unf  S.  EART  11  OE  TME  CODE  OF  FEDERAL 
RECULATKMS  AND  TNE  OTHER  APPLICABLE  PARTS  IH  SUBCHAPTER  B  OF  CHAPTER  I  OF  TITLE  SB,  AHO I  FURTHER  CERTIFY  THAT  THE  IHf  OR- 
NATKM  SUBNITTEO  M  THIS  APPLICATION  FOR  A'LICEHSE/'PERMT  IS  COnPLETE  AMO  ACCURATE  TO  TNE  BEST  OF  NT  KNOMLEOCE  AND  BELIEF. 

I  UNOERSTpRO/HAT  ANT  FALSE  STATEHENT/HEREIH  NAT  SUBJECT  NE  TO  THE  OOmMAL  PEMALTIES  OF  It  O.S.C  Wtl. 


~7^ 


Mourlce  Homocker 


Attachmejit — 50  CFR  13.12(b) 

Section  17.23.  Zoological,  educatlonid.  sci¬ 
entific.  or  propagation  pennlta. 

17.23(a)(1).  TbU  pmnlt  request  Is  for  the 
Importation  of  up  to  16  eggs  of  tbe  whooping 
crane  (Gnu  amerieona)  from  Canada  in  1075 
and  a  similar  number  of  whooping  crane  eggs 
In  1076. 

17Jt8(a)(2).  Written  agreement  between 
the  United  States  and  the  Canadian  govern¬ 
ments  covering  this  research  experiment  Is 
being  prepared  by  the  Directorate  of  the  UA. 
Flab  and  Wildlife  Servloe. 

17.23(a)  (3).  The  eggs  are  to  be  taken  from 
vrlld  whooping  crane  nests  (one  egg  from  each 
3-egg  nest)  at  Wood  Buffalo  Nattenal  Park, 
northwest  Tarritortea,  Canada.  Personnel  oC 
the  Canadian  Wildlife  Servloe  win  pick  up 
the  egga,  by  Incubator  and  Insulated 


carrying  case  In  Canada,  and  transport  them 
by  Jet  aircraft  to  Idaho  Pidls  or  Pocatello, 
Idaho,  where  they  wUl  become  the  responsl- 
blUty  of  the  Idaho  Cooperative  Wildlife  Re¬ 
search  Unit. 

The  eggs.  In  tbelr  Insulated  carrying  cases, 
will  then  be  airlifted  to  Grays  Lake  National 
WUdllfe  Refuge  where  they  will  be  placed  In 
the  nests  of  selected  sandhill  crane  foster- 
parents  for  completion  of  incubation  and 
hatching. 

Continuous  observational  follow-up  of  the 
nests  and  tbe  whooping  crane  chicks  will  be 
conducted.  It  is  possible  that  whooping  crane 
chicks  will  be  oolor-banded  by  capturing 
chicks  before  they  reacb  tbe  flight  stage. 

Subsequent  follow-up  of  tbe  foster-parent 
crane  famlllea  will  be  conducted  as  they  mi¬ 
grate  from  Grays  Lake  In  the  fall,  proceed 


to  tbelr  migration  stopping  point  In  the  San 
Luis  Talley  In  Colorado  and  go  on  to  their 
wintering  area  on  and  In  the  vicinity  of 
Bosque  del  Apache  NatlonM  WUdllfe  Refuge 
parent  families  will  be  obaerved  throughout 
the  winter  and  during  their  northbound  ml- 
In  New  Mexico.  Tbe  actlvlUas  of  the  foster- 
gratlon  the  foUoirlng  aprlng.  Dlspersia  and 
summer  activities  of  tbe  yearling  whooping 
cranes  will  be  monitored.  A  second  transplant 
of  whooping  crane  eggs  from  Wood  Buffalo 
National  Park.  Canada,  to  Grays  Lake,  Idaho 
wUl  occiu’  In  1978,  utlllElng  tH*  same 
procedures. 

Date:  AprU  7.  1976. 

Director,  UR.  Pish  and  WUdllfe  Service. 
Chief,  Division  (rf  Law  Enforcement,  Chief, 
Division  of  WUdllfe  Research — from  Leader, 
Idaho  Cooperative  WUdllfe  Reeearcb  Unit. 

Request  for  permit  to  conduct  resesurch 
on  an  endangered  species 

As  required  by  tbe  Endangered  Species 
Act  of  1973,  attached  And  application  from 
the  Idaho  Cooperative  WUdllfe  Reeearcb 
Unit  for  a  permit  to  conduct  research  on 
endangered  wildlife. 

We  are  requesting  permission  to  receive 
whooping  crane  eggs  from  the  Canadian 
WUdllfe  Service  at  Idaho  Palls  or  Pocatello. 
Idaho,  transport  the  eggs  to  Grays  Lake  NWR 
by  helicopter,  place  eggs  In  tbe  nests  of  fos¬ 
ter-parent  greater  sandhill  cranes  and  con¬ 
duct  follow-up  observations  oo  tbe  foster- 
parent  famUlea,  with  possible  capiCure  and 
Icg-bandlng  of  whooping  crane  chicks. 

It  Is  our  understanding  that  we  wUl  not 
require  permit  from  the  Canadian  govern¬ 
ment  since  their  personnel  wUl  be  handling 
the  eggs  in  Canada. 

Sincerely, 

Mauricx  HoasrocKXB. 

Unit  Leader. 

Documents  and  other  Information 
submitted  In  connection  with  this  appli¬ 
cation  are  available  for  public  Inspe^on 
during  normal  business  hours  at  the 
Service’s  office  in  Suite  600,  1612  K 

Street.  NW..  Washington.  D.C. 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
this  application  by  submitting  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments,  preferably  In 
triplicate,  to  the  Director  (FWS/LE), 
UJ3.  Pish  and  WUdllfe  Service.  Post  Of¬ 
fice  Box  19183,  Washington.  D.C.  20036. 
All  relevant  comments  received  on  or 
before  June  27.  1975  will  be  considered. 

Dated:  May  20. 1975. 

C.  R.  Bavin, 

Chief.  Division  of  Law  En¬ 
forcement.  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service. 

(FR  DOC.76-1S69S  PUed  6-27-76:8:45  am] 


ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Receipt  of  Application 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  application  for  a  permit  Is  deemed 
to  have  been  received  under  section  10 
of  the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973 
(Pub.  L.  93-205). 

Applicant.  Tiu^n  ZerbliU,  Route  2,  Box  8, 
Sarasota,  Florida  33560. 
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CERTVKAnON 
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Summary  or  Attachments  To  Permit 
Application  From  Tarzan  Zerbint 

Application  for  Interstate  transportation 
of  circus  Mt: 

One  male  Slberlstn  tiger,  born  March  14, 
1971,  In  the  Birmingham  (Ala.)  Zoo. 

One  male  and  two  female  Bengal  tigers, 
bom  December  7,  1066,  In  the  Cleveland 
(Ohio)  Zoo. 

16  lions,  males  and  females. 

The  cages  of  the  tigers  are  7  ft.  long,  7'/^ 
ft.  wide,  and  4  ft.  high.  The  cages  travel  In  a 
seml-truck/t^ailer.  The  semi  has  a  door  on 
the  side  for  feeding  during  travel  between 
engagements,  and  a  6000-pound  freezer  for 
the  meat.  The  trailer  Is  heated  In  the  winter; 
in  the  summer  all  windows  are  open  for  air. 

Five  photographs,  and  a  check  for  $50.00. 

Documents  and  other  information  sub¬ 
mitted  In  connection  with  this  applica¬ 
tion  are  available  for  public  Inspection 
during  normal  business  hours  at  the 
Service’s  office  in  Suite  600, 1612  K  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
this  application  by  submitting  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments,  preferably  in 
triplicate,  to  the  Director  (FWS/LE), 
U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Serviec,  Post  Of¬ 
fice  Box  19183,  Washington,  D.C.  20036. 
All  relevant  comments  received  on  or  be¬ 
fore  June  27.  1975  will  be  considered. 

Dated:  May  20.  1975. 

C.  R.  Bavin, 

Chief.  Division  of  Law  Enforce¬ 
ment.  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service. 

|FR  Doc.75-13694  FUed  6-a7-75;8;46  am] 


ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Receipt  of  Application 
Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  application  for  a  permit  is  deemed  to 
have  been  received  under  section  10  of 
the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973 
(Pub.  li.  93-205). 

Applicant.  Mr.  T.  A  Beckett  m.  Magnolia 
Gardens,  Route  4,  Charleston,  South  Caro¬ 
lina  39407. 
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T.  A.  Beckett,  III, 

Magnolia  Gardens-ROute  4 
Charleston,  S.  C.  29407 

Phone;  766-8040  (Area  Code  803) 


S' 


2A  Brown  pelican 
2B  Red-cockaded  woodpecker 

See  attachments 
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OOUOMa«AHI  COCOMCVO 

Brown  Brown 


OCCUMkTlON 


Nursery  Manager-Magnolia  Gardens 


«.  wsoATiONwaRcnoMocED  ACTfvirr  IS  TO  se  ooNoucTeo 

Red-cockaded  vA)odpecker  (Francis 
Marion  National  Forest) 

Brown  pelican  (Deveaux  Bank) 
Charleston,  S.  C. 
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S.  C.  Game  Department 


Hay  1.  1975 
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See  attachinents  for  Item  2 


CEinnCATMM 

I  HEKEBT  CEMIFY  THAT  I  HAVE  READ  AND  AN  f  ANILIAR  WITH  THE  »eCuLAT10MS  COHTAIHEO  M  TITVE  *.  PART  II  OF  THE  CODE  OF  FEOCtAL 
REOULATWin  AHO  THE  OTHER  APPLICAELE  FaRH  W  RJBCHAFTER  B  OF  CHAFTEt  I  OF  TITLE  SB.  AHO I  FURTHEB  CERTIFY  IHAT  THE  MPCR. 
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I  ONOERITANO  THAT  ANT  FALJE  STATEREHT  HEREIN  RAT  TUBjECT  RE  TO  THE  CRIRINAL  PENALTIES  OF  II  U.t.C  Mil. _ 

"ioHATUStltoTiRI 


April  9,  1975 


Attachment  2A — Brown  Pelican 

I  request  permission  to  continue  my  work 
with  the  Brown  peUcan,  P.  occidentalls, 
which  has  been  In  progress  for  over  25  years. 
It  was  in  part  through  my  efforts  that  the 
species  was  placed  on  the  endangered  list. 
Indirectly  It  brought  about  visits  to  the 
West  Coast  nesting  colonies  where  the  spe¬ 
cies  was  said  to  be  In  excellent  condition 
numerically.  Initial  vlsts  disclosed  soft 
shelled  eggs  and  practically  no  reproduction. 

To  date  I  have  banded  about  11,000  peli¬ 
cans.  monitored  the  breeding  success  and 
cim'led  out  numerous  studies  regarding  the 
apecles'  life  history.  I  have  published  my 
work  on  the  Deveaux  Bank  site  and  worked 
for  many  years  for  its  protection.  On  May  1 
the  site  will  be  dedicated  to  the  late  Dr. 
Alexander  Sprunt  as  a  memorial  to  his  many 
years  of  service  to  the  Audubon  Society. 

It  Is  my  firm  belief  that  It  Is  only  through 
hR.Twiing  that  a  true  picture  can  be  secured 
ot  the  Brown  pelican's  breeding  success  and 
later  mortality  on  the  wintering  grounds. 

To  date  there  has  never  been  any  form 
ot  harm  occur  from  my  efforts  and  I  can 


secure  statements  from  per.sonnel  In  your 
enforcement  division. 

Attachment  2B — Red-cockaded  Woodpkckes 

I  request  permission  to  continue  my  work 
v.ith  the  Red-cockaded  woodpecker,  D.  bo¬ 
realis,  which  has  been  In  progress  since 
1969  and  Includes  the  color  banding  of  about 
200  individuals  currently  under  study.  It  was 
In  a  large  part  my  work  and  letters  to  the 
SecretEUT  of  the  Interior  that  succeeded  in 
acquiring  the  endangered  species  statiu. 

My  studies  have  been  included  In  the 
Symposium  Report — 1971.  I  have  published 
in  Eastern  Bird  Banding — 1974  acreage  re¬ 
quirements  of  colonies  in  natural  habitat 
areas. 

I  have  been  asked  by  the  Porest  Service 
and  the  Department  of  the  Interior  to  assist 
In  developing  means  of  moving  and  Intro¬ 
ducing  the  species  into  habitat  suitable  but 
not  In  current  use  by  the  species. 

I  murently  have  enough  Information  on 
the  i^ecles  to  write  a  book  on  Its  life  hls- 
t<M7,  but  in  acquiring  this  Information  many 
more  questions  have  been  raised.  I  can 
easily  see  that  another  10  years'  work  will 


still  leave  many  voids  regarding  Its  habits 
and  needs. 

Above  all  Z  do  not  want  to  feel  as  ha'^e 
previous  authors  Llgnon  and  Lay — that  they 
have  published  prematurely. 

EBBA  News 

Winter  1974  Vi^ume  37,  No.  1 

Published  by  the  Eastern  Bird  Banding 
Association 

Habitat  Aceeage  REOTmEBosiTTS  or  the  Red- 

cockaded  WOODPnCKEE  BT  T.  A.  Beckett, 

III 

The  Red-cockaded  woodpecker  (Dendro- 
copos  borealis)  is  one  of  numerous  species  r  t 
wildlife  In  habitat  trouble.  It  Is  still  con¬ 
sidered  common  by  some  knowledgeable  per¬ 
sons  but  It  should  remain  on  the  endangered 
list.  There  Is  no  species  that  we  can  more 
safely  state  Is  beaded  for  extinction  than 
this  highly  specialized  and  localized  wood¬ 
pecker.  The  main  factor  working  against 
continuing  this  bird  on  the  endangered  list 
is  the  ease  with  which  It  may  be  found  due 
to  Its  habitat. 

The  Red-cockaded  Is  a  non-mlgratory  spe¬ 
cies.  It  is  sedentary  In  thsA  Individuals  may 
be  found  for  several  years  vrlthtn  a  rather 
small  area.  My  current  studies  Indicate  that 
the  species  has  a  relatively  long  life  in  favor¬ 
able  habitat.  One  of  tlie  most  perplexing 
questions  currently  needing  answering  Is — 
what  Is  the  minimum  habitat  In  TVhlch  the 
species  can  exist?  This  paper  wttl  not  attempt 
to  furnish  any  of  these  answers  but  will  sim¬ 
ply  show  that  a  certain  number  of  clans  of 
birds  are  found  In  an  sn-ea  that  meets  the 
need  to  Isolate  them  from  possible  Intrusions 
by  adjacent  birds. 

This  study  represents  a  small  segment  of 
over  3  years'  work  In  locating  over  200  clans, 
study  Information  from  about  300  trees,  and 
color  banding  about  200  birds.  I  know  of  no 
other  North  American  species  of  bird  that 
can  be  handled  under  wild  conditions  on  a 
year-round  basis  as  the  need  arises.  I  know 
of  no  other  species  about  which  so  little  In¬ 
formation  Is  In  print  and  even  that  small 
amount  is  often  In  error. 

The  nomenclature  used  In  this  manuscript 
follows  the  propo.'jed  terms  set  forth  in  tlie 
published  Symposium  on  the  Red-cockaded 
Woodpecker.  Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries  and 
Wildlife,  1971,  edited  by  R.  L.  Thompson. 

To  date  there  has  been  no  factual  Infor¬ 
mation  regarding  the  support  Umber  and 
habitat  needed  by  the  Red-cockaded  wood¬ 
pecker  in  relaUvely  “natuntl  habitat.**  I 
know  of  no  primitive  areas,  not  altered  by 
man,  on  which  a  study  of  this  type  might 
be  based.  It  Is  true  that  possibly  1  or  2  colo¬ 
nies  might  be  selected  In  Isolated  areas  but 
these  would  be  far  from  the  tsrpe  conditions 
under  which  the  species  came  Into  existence. 

This  study  Lb  based  on  banding  and  ob¬ 
servation  periodically  on  a  year-round  basis 
covering  a  little  over  3  yeara  Some  first  hand 
Information  regarding  surrounding  habitat 
and  former  clans  dates  back  over  20  years. 
The  tract  limits  Itself  to  ready  Incursions  by 
other  members  of  the  species  by  the  sur¬ 
rounding  vegetation.  All  highway  and  road 
names  and  numbers  have  been  purposely  de¬ 
leted  from  the  small  scale  map  so  that  ab¬ 
normal  visits  by  birders  might  be  kept  to  a 
minimum.  They  are  available  for  any  orni¬ 
thologist  seriously  Interested  in  the  species 
for  study  purposes. 

The  study  area  Is  In  a  National  Forest  and 
follows  most  of  the  guide  lines  formulated  by 
Melvin  Hopkins  and  T.  E.  Lynn,  Jr.  In  the 
previously  mentioned  symposium  publica¬ 
tion.  Some  suggestions  are  fcdlowed  closely 
whereas  others,  such  as  raking  around  the 
base  of  hole  trees,  appear  to  be  Ignored.  No 
attempt  will  be  made  to  bring  out  changes 
that  need  to  be  made  If  the  ^>ecle«  la  to 


'  FGDatAL  tEGISTER.  VOL  40.  NO.  103— WEDNESDAY,  MAY  2B,  1975 


NOTICES 


23097 


remain  with  us  as  a  living  bird.  In  fact  we 
only  know  that  changes  must  be  made  but 
have  little  knowledge  of  minimal  needs. 

The  area  recelvee  prescribed  burning,  a 
necessity  to  maintain  habitat,  and  periodic 
thinning.  Logging  Is  restricted  In  hole  tree 
areas  tb  the  non-breeding  seasons.  In  general 
the  district  foresters  show  a  great  deal  of  in¬ 
terest  In  preserving  the  Red-cockaded  wood¬ 
pecker.  The  loggers,  "stumpers",  and  those 
holding  "dead  tree"  permits  are  another  mat¬ 
ter.  Their  activities  In  and  around  hole  trees 
need  much  greater  ooutrol.  Holders  of  "dead 
tree"  permits  have  destroyed  several  clans. 

Some  critics  may  say  that  this  study  area 
Is  not  normal  habitat  and  should  not  be 
the  basis  for  a  population  study,  but  I  can 
assure  them  that  the  species,  with  very  few 
exceptions,  exists  today  over  most  of  Its 
present  range  under  these  rather  artificial 
conditions.  Due  to  ecological  claims  of  air 
pollution  even  the  needed  periodic  controlled 
burning  Is  In  danger  of  being  banned.  There 
can  be  little  questKm  that  the  current  selec¬ 
tive  cutting  hss  a  tendency  toward  even  aged 
management. 

The  area  selected  for  this  attempt  to  de¬ 
termine  roughly  the  acreage  needs  was  rela¬ 
tively  Isolated  by  the  surrounding  habitat. 
It  contained  13  clans,  composed  of  70  Bed- 
oockaded  woodpeckers,  62  of  which  were 
color  banded.  To  date  there  has  been  no 
•vldenoe  of  any  Influx  of  birds  from  adja¬ 
cent  clans.  From  observations  It  was  con¬ 
cluded  that  clans  12  and  IS  spent  roughly 
half  of  their  feeding  efforts  across  adjacent 
roads.  They  were  both  small  clans,  averaging 
over  the  S  years  period  from  3  to  6  birds 
each.  If  we  assume  their  habitat  acreage  re¬ 
quirements  were  equal  we  can  eliminate 
one  clan. 

From  current  literature  we  can  readily 
understand  that  any  conclusions  drawn  from 
habitat  acreage  needed  In  this  particular 
study  sits  would  not  necessarily  apply  to 
other  sites,  such  as  some  marginal  areas  of 
Florida  or  Texas.  We  do  not.  In  fact,  have  a 
ptcture  ef  what  an  optimum  habitat  con¬ 
sists.  We  can  ssrfely  state  that  thtenlng  of 
trees  beyond  a  certain  minimum  will  cause 
abandonment  and  abnormal  predation  In  a 
clan. 

One  of  the  greatest  problems  In  the  study 
of  the  Red-oockaded  woodpecker  continues 
to  be  the  fact  that  there  Is  no  species  which 
iq>proxlmates  Its  life  history.  Kew  questions 
continue  to  arise  that  have  no  parallel  In  the 
literature.  Many  of  Its  current  habits  are 
possible  relic  in  origin  and  no  single  answer 
will  suffice  In  its  current  babltat  utilization. 

The  greatest  single  need  today  Is  for  oxa 
federal  government  to  set  aside,  on  public 
lands,  areas  to  be  manipulated  for  optimum 
use  by  tbe  Red-cockaded  woodpecker.  These 
areas  should  be  available  for  scientific  study 
and  possible  manipulation  to  gain  knowledge 
of  minimal  requirements  of  the  species.  If 
the  Red-cockaded  woodpecker  is  to  survive 
in  the  current  projected  26  to  30  year  clear 
cut  rotatlmis  that  are  In  use  on  so  much 
of  our  pine  land  In  the  south  today.  It  needs 
help.  I.  for  one.  believe  that  this  Is  highly 
posMble  and  have  some  field  obeervations 
that  will  support  this  line  of  thought. — ^Rt.  4, 
Charleston,  8.C.  29407. 

Documents  and  other  Information 
submitted  In  connection  with  this  appli¬ 
cation  are  available  for  public  Inspection 
during  normal  business  hours  at  the 
Service’s  office  in  Suite  600. 1612  K  Street, 
NW..  Washington,  D.C. 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
this  application  by  submitting  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments,  preferably  In 
triplicate,  to  the  Director  (FWS/LE), 
UJS.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service.  Post  Of¬ 


fice  Box  19183,  Washington,  D.C.  S0036. 
All  relevant  comments  received  an  or  be¬ 
fore  June  27, 1075  will  be  considered. 

Dated;  May  20,  1975. 

C.  R.  Bavin, 

Chief,  Division  of  Law  Enforce¬ 
ment.  UJS.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service. 

[PR  Doc.76-13696  FUed  6-27-76;8:45  am] 

DONALD  B.  SINIFF 

issuance  of  Permit  for  Marine  Mammals 

On  March  20,  1975,  a  notice  was  pub¬ 
lished  In  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR 
12690),  that  an  application  had  been 
filed  with  the  Pish  and  Wildlife  Service 
by  Dr.  Donald  B.  Siniff  and  Dr.  Ji^in  R. 
Tester,  Bio  Science  Center,  University 
of  Minnesota,  St.  Paul.  Minnesota,  for  a 
permit  to  engage  in  sea  otter  research. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  May  19, 
1975,  as  authorized  by  the  provisions  of 
the  Marine  Mammal  Protection  Act  of 
1972  (16  U.S.C.  1361-1407) .  the  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  issued  a  permit  to  Don¬ 
ald  B.  Siniff,  subject  to  certain  condi¬ 
tions  set  forth  therein.  The  pernlit  is 
available  for  public  Inspection  during 
normal  business  hours  at  the  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service’s  office  in  Suite  600, 1612 
K  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dated;  May  22,  1975. 

C.  R.  Bavin, 

Chief,  Division  of  Law  Enforce¬ 
ment,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service. 

[FR  Doc.75-13866  Filed  6-27-76;8:45  am) 


ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
ReceipC  of  Applicatiofi 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  appUcatloB  for  a  permit  is  deemed  to 
have  been  received  tmder  section  10  at 
the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973  (Pub. 
L.  93-205). 

AppUeant.  Dr.  F.  Prescott  Ward,  Chief, 
■cologlcal  Research  Office,  Biomedical  Lab¬ 
oratory.  Bdgewood  Arsenal.  Aberdeen  Prov¬ 
ing  Orovmd,  Maryland  21010. 

Department  or  the  Armt 

HSAOQUAXTER8.  EDGEWOOO  ARSENAL 
ABEBDESN  PROVING  GROUND,  MABTLAND  XIOIS 

Mr.  Clark  R.  Bavin. 

Chief.  Divlrion  of  Law  Enforcement 

VS.  ruh  and  Wildlife  Service 

Washintfton,  DC  20240 

April  16, 1975. 

Dear  Ms.  Bavin:  Tbe  following  Informa¬ 
tion  Is  submitted  to  be  considered  for  pub¬ 
lication  In  the  Federal  Rxoistxb  In  applying 
for  an  Endangered  Species  Permit  ae  re¬ 
quired  by  Pub.  L.  93-206  (Endangered  Species 
Act  of  1973). 

The  applloattOQ  Is  for  a  permit  to  bend 
peregrine  falcons  (Falco  peregrinut  tundrtue 
and  F.  p.  anatum)^  and  to  salvage,  for  the 
purpose  of  donating  to  a  public,  scientific, 
or  educational  Institution,  peregrine  falcons 
killed  or  found  dead  ae  a  reeult  of  normal 
banding  operatlona  or  peregrine  falcon 
casualties  from  other  causes. 

PopulatloDs  of  peregrine  falcons  have  ex¬ 
perienced  unprecedented  declines  during  the 


last  26  yean  In  many  parta  eff  the  world. 
Blomagnlfioatlous  of  cumulative  toxlna  such 
as  DDT  and  polychlorinated  biphenyls 
have  been  inerlmlnated  as  the  major 
eause  of  these  declines.  Indeed,  no 
other  species  has  been  more  decimated 
than  tbe  peregrine  by  chemical  pollu¬ 
tion  of  the  biosphere;  it  Is  probably  the  best 
global  Indicator  of  this  pervasive  contamina¬ 
tion.  In  this  climate.  It  Is  Imperative  that 
population  trends  of  peregrine  falcons  be 
monitored*  closely  In  order  that  Informed 
management  procedures  can  be  accom¬ 
plished.  Traditional  methods  of  studying 
peregrine  taloon  populations  are  varied: 

a.  Reproductive  surveys  at  nest  sites  have 
been  widely  and  successfully  employed. 

b.  P<^ulatlon  trends  have  been  monitored 
by  observing  falcons  on  autumn  migration 
at  sites  of  concentration  on  flyways  such  as: 
Padre  Island,  Texas;  Assateague  Island, 
Maryland;  Cedar  Grove,  Wlsoonsln;  and 
Cape  May,  New  Jersey. 

c.  Banding  of  falcons  at  nesting  sites  and 
migration  foci  with  standard  Fish  and  Wild¬ 
life  Service  taraal  bands  has  been  practiced 
for  about  40  years,  and  recoveries  have  pro¬ 
vided  some  valuable  Information  on  pere¬ 
grine  movements,  longevity,  and  demography. 

d.  Recently,  bloielemetry  baa  been  em¬ 
ployed  successfully  In  detailed  atudlw  of  the 
autumn  migration  of  peregrins  falcons. 

It  Is  the  purpose  of  this  study  to  establish 
a  coordinated  plan  for  ecological  studies  of 
peregrine  falcons  at  selected  sites  on  a  globed 
scale.  Nesting,  mlgratlcm,  biotelemetry,  and 
banding  Investigations  are  planned.  However, 
eonventlonal  banding  of  peregrine  falcons 
suffers  from  several  statistical  and  logistical 
ahortomnlngs.  Only  a  few  Individuals  of  this 
rare  ^>ecles  are  banded  each  year,  and  re¬ 
covery  rates  usually  average  lees  than  10 
percent:  this  results  in  extremely  small  sam¬ 
ples  to  analyze  statistically.  Furthermore, 
nearly  all  conventional  returns  are  froci 
falcons  that  have  been  "shot”  or  “foimd 
dead”  meaning  that  they  have  been  removed 
from  the  papulation.  Therefore,  it  Is  desirable 
to  augsttent,  not  to  replace,  the  atandard 
banding  regime  with  a  system  eoloied  plastls 
tarsal  bands.  The  basic  color  of  tbe  light¬ 
weight  plastic  band  will  ladloate  the  geo- 
graidile  area  where  tbe  band  was  applied,  and 
a  eontrasttng  three-digit  number  Inssrtbed 
Into  the  plastic  will  tndlvldaally  identSfy 
the  bird.  This  system  has  many  advantages: 
It  will  permit  casual  observers  to  note  the 
background  color  of  tbe  band  and  therefore 
supply  general  migration  data;  it  will  allow 
researchers  to  Identify  a  bird  individually 
hi  demographic  studies  without  having  to 
saptuie  kt  and  read  the  conventional  band; 
and  U  will  facilitate  repeated  observations 
and  Identifications  on  a  falcon  without  re¬ 
moving  It  from  tbe  populatkm. 

The  objectives  of  this  program  are: 

a.  To  oonduct  basic  ecological  surveys  of 
nesting  peregrine  falcons  In  selected  areas 
of  North  America  and  Greenland  Including 
measures  of  reproductive  success,  prey  selec¬ 
tion,  nesting  behavior,  and  dynamics  of 
pesticides,  heavy  metals,  and  polychlorinated 
biphenyls. 

b.  To  establish  standard  observation, 
marking,  and  analytical  techniques  so  that 
the  results  of  these  Investigations  can  be 
used  as  baselines  for  Interpreting  future 
trends,  and  so  that  results  of  geographically 
separate  studlas  will  be  compatible. 

c.  To  gather  migration  statistics  (abund¬ 
ance.  age  and  sex  ratios,  correlation  of  move¬ 
ment  with  weather  patterns)  of  peregrine 
falcons  In  spring  and  fall  at  sites  of  geo¬ 
graphical  concentration  from  records  of 
sightings  and  capturse.  and  to  compare  these 
data  with  observatloBS  from  previous  years. 
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d.  To  band  with  standard  T7JS.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  metal  buids  and  color-coded, 
lightweight,  plastic  tarsal  bands  peregrine 
falcons  on  a  global  scale  to  augment  scanty 
Information  on  population  dynamics. 

e.  To  Implement  international  working 
agreements  involving  scientists  from  the 
United  States.  Canada,  Greenland.  Great 
Britain.  Centi^  America,  and  the  Soviet 
Union. 

This  study  has  been  incorporated  as  Sitb- 
project  E,  Problem  Area  VI.  of  the  Agreement 
between  the  United  States  of  America  and 
the  Union  of  Soviet  Socialist  Republics  on 
Cooperation  In  the  Field  of  Environmental 
Protection.  The  Sub-project  Is  entitled,  “A 
Cooperative  Marking  Program  for  Raptors 
with  Emphasis  on  the  Peregrine  Falcon 
(Falco  peregrinus)":  Dr.  F.  Prescott  Ward  Is 
the  scientific  coordinator  for  the  U.S.  and 
Dr.  Vladimir  Glaushln  Is  the  scientific  co¬ 
ordinator  for  the  UBJBJl. 

Facets  of  this  study  have  been  in  progress 
for  several  years.  Dr.  F.  P.  Ward  and  Mr. 
Robert  B.  Berry  have  conducted  an  autumn 
migration  survey  of  peregrine  falcons  at  As- 
sateague  Island.  MD/VA  since  1970,  last  year 
undw  the  authority  of  Endangered  Species 
Permit  Number  PRT-8-2-C.  Dr.  WUllam  G. 
Mattox  has  supervised  an  annual  reproduc¬ 
tive  study  of  peregrine  falcons  In  a  small  area 
of  West  Greenland  since  1973.  Dr.  Ward  and 
other  Investigators  have  studied  peregrine 
movements  In  spring  and  fall  lif  recent  years 
In  Panama,  at  Dry  Tortitgas,  Florida,  and  on 
baiTler  Islands  In  Virginia. 

Plastic  bands  will  be  attached  to  one  tarsus 
and  a  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  metal  bands 
to  the  other.  Each  plastic  band  will  have  a 
diSer^t  three-digit  letter /number  Inscribed 
Into  W  contrasting  background  color  to 
facilitate  easy  Individual  Identification  in  the 
field.  Background  colors  of  the  bands  will  be 
keyed  generally  to  the  following  areas: 
Alaska,  white;  western  Canada,  black;  eastern 
Canada,  yellow;  most  of  continental  VS.,  sky 
blue;  Greenland,  red;  Great  Lakes  area,  dark 
blue;  east  coast  of  UB..  green;  Caribbean 
and  Central  America  south  of  Mexico,  gray; 
and  Gulf  Coast  and  Mexico,  orange.  Many 
years  of  experience  with  a  similar  style  plas¬ 
tic  tarsal  band  on  whistling  swans  indicate 
that  tiie  bands  are  durable  and  safe;  recap¬ 
tures.  reslgbtlngs,  and  recoveries  of  color- 
band^  peregrine  falcons  during  the  past  two 
years  Indicate  the  same.  No  more  than  500 
falcons  of  various  ages  and  sexes  will  be 
banded  annually  ( 107  peregrine  falcons  were 
so  marked  In  1973  and  140  In  1974  In  N(m^ 
Amerlca/Greenland  under  authority  of  other 
permits,  so  the  maximum  number  of  600  Is 
very  unlikely  to  be  attained  In  any  season). 
All  peregrine  falcons  will  be  released  Immedi¬ 
ately  after  banding,  unless  previous  injtu^  or 
substantial  Injury  or  death  Incident  to  the 
banding  operation  dictates  that  they  be 
treated  or  salvaged  (of  135  peregrine  falcons 
banded  at  Assateague  Island  by  Dr.  F.  P. 
Ward  and  Mr.  R.  B.  Berry  during  the  last  five 
autumn  surveys,  none  has  ever  been  Injured 
or  killed,  thus  Injury  or  death  Is  highly  un¬ 
likely)  . 

The  purpose  of  this  permit  application  is 
to  expand  somewhat  the  limited  scope  of  my 
txlglnid  endangered  species  permit.  This  re¬ 
quest  for  an  amended  permit  is  due  to  new 
Information  on  peregrine  biology  which  has 
become  available  since  the  original  applica¬ 
tion.  Authority  la  requested: 

a.  To  observe,  capture,  and  band  migrating 
peregrine  falcons  at  Assateague  Island.  MD/ 
VA  dxurlng  spring  and  fall  migrations.  No 
mors  thm  two  principal  Investigators  will 
engage  in  this  activity  at  one  time. 


b.  To  observe,  tnp,  and  band  migrating 
peregrine  falcons  at  no  more  than  five  addi¬ 
tional  Bites  or  areas  in  the  United  States 
which  Include,  but  will  not  necessarily  be 
limited  to.  sites  or  areas  In  Florida  (Dry 
Tortugas  and/or  a  barrier  Island  along  the 
Atlantic  Coast).  Georgia  (coastal  barrier  Is¬ 
land).  Virginia  (coastal  barrier  Island  and/ 
or  Cape  Charles) .  and/or  Alaska. 

c.  To  radio-track  telemetered  peregrines 
(radios  applied  to  a  small  sample  of  falcons 
In  Greenland  and/or  Canada) . 

The  primary  applicant  for  an  endangered 
species  permit  Is:  Dr.  P.  Prescott  Ward,  C^lef. 
Ecological  Research  Office,  Biomedical  Lab¬ 
oratory,  Edgewood  Arsenal,  Aberdeen  Proving 
Ground.  MD  21010;  bom  23  August  1940; 
male;  5'10"  tall;  170  pounds;  brown  hair; 
brown  eyes;  business  telephone  (301)  671- 
2586;  social  seciu-lty  number  165-32-2200;  oc¬ 
cupation.  research  scientist  for  the  United 
States  Army. 

Planned  coo|>erator8  are  listed  below,  but 
because  of  exigencies  at  survey  times  Invcriv- 
big  such  things  as  Illness,  other  personal 
business,  or  equipment  malfunction,  the 
principal  Investigator  requests  permission  to 
name  alternates  by  formally  notifying  the 
Chief  of  Law  Enforcement,  U.S.  Pish  and 
Wildlife  Service.  Because  It  is  also  Impossible 
to  obtain  commitments  from  all  potential 
cooperators  at  this  time,  additional  persons 
who  can  demonstrate  competence  and  ability 
will  be  named  as  assistants  In  this  project 
at  a  later  date.  Names  and  a  statement  con¬ 
cerning  the  qualifications  and  extent  of  par¬ 
ticipation  of  these  Individuals  will  be  pro¬ 
vided  in  writing  to  the  Chief  of  Law  Enforce¬ 
ment,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

Mr.  Robert  B.  Berry.  RD  #1,  Yellow  Springs 
Road,  Chester  Springs,  PA  19426  Is  Identified 
as  Dr.  Ward’s  co-lnvestlgator  In  the  Assa- 
teague  Island  study,  and  as  potential  princi¬ 
pal  Investigator  In  other  migration  Investiga¬ 
tions  In  the  U.S.  listed  above. 

To  band  peregrine  falcons  at  a  barrier  Is¬ 
land  In  Virginia,  Captain  Kyle  H.  Woodbury 
(United  States  Navy).  1068  Rector  Lane,  Mo- 
Lean,  Virginia  22101  Is  Identified  as  principal 
Investigator.  He  will  band  as  a  sub -permittee 
on  Dr.  Ward’s  federal  bird  banding  permit 
(number  9448).  but  will  need  explicit  en¬ 
dangered  species  authority,  for  he  will  not 
band  under  Dr.  Ward’s  direct  supervision. 

To  band  peregrine  falcons  at  a  barrier  Is¬ 
land  In  southern  Georgia  and/or  the  east 
coast  of  Florida,  Mr.  Patrick  R.  Leary,  3453 
South  Fletcher  Avenue,  Femandlna  Beach. 
Florida  32034  Is  named  as  principal  Investiga¬ 
tor.  He  will  band  as  Dr.  Ward’s  subpermittee, 
but  will  not  be  under  Dr.  Ward’s  direct 
supervision. 

The  following  Individuals  are  Identified  as 
co<^rators  In  banding  of  peregrine  falcons 
at  Dry  Tcatugas,  Florida:  Mr.  C.  William 
Harry,  9207  Drlan  Drive,  Vienna,  Virginia 
22180;  Mr.  James  L.  Ruos,  7145  Deer  Valley 
Road,  Highland,  Maryland  20777;  and/OT  Mr. 
William  8.  Seegar;  Hillside  Road.  Stevenson. 
Maryland  21153.  Mr.  Ruoe  and  Mr.  Harry  have 
federal  bird  banding  permits,  and  Mr.  Seegar 
is  Dr.  Ward’s  subpermittee.  Most  banding 
on  Dry  Tortugas.  Florida  will  not  be  under 
Dr.  Ward's  direct  supervision. 

To  band  peregrine  falcons  at  nesting  sites 
along  the  Colville  River,  Alaska.  Dr.  Thomas 
J.  Cade,  (Cornell  Laboratory  of  Ornithology, 
159  Sapsucker  Woods  Road.  Ithaca,  New  York 
14850  Is  named  as  principal  Investigator.  Dr. 
Cade  holds  federal  bird  banding  permit  num¬ 
ber  7352,  expires  28  February  1977.  which 
authorizes  him  to  color-band  peregrine  fal¬ 
cons  In  coordination  with  this  program. 

As  research  needs  dictate  shifting  a  band¬ 
ing  site  within  a  given  geographical  area,  or 


naming  alternate  Investigators,  the  Chief  of 
Law  Enforcement,  UB.  Pish  and  Wildlife 
Service  will  be  notified  by  letter.  If  the  gen¬ 
eral  thrust,  scope,  or  Intent  of  this  project 
changes  substantially,  or  If  the  likely  Impact 
of  this  research  upon  the  endangered  species 
changes  sufficiently  so  that  activities  would 
have  a  greater  adverse  Impact  on  the  sur¬ 
vival  potential  or  reproductive  ability  of  pere¬ 
grine  falcons,  then  application  will  be  made 
for  a  new  endangered  species  permit. 

I  currently  hold  the  following  valid 
U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  permits : 

a.  Endangered  Species  Permit  Number 
PRT-8-2-C,  effective  25  November  1974  and 
which  expires  31  December  1976. 

b.  Federal  bird  banding  permit  number 
9448  with  salvage,  mist-net,  and  color-mark¬ 
ing  riders,  which  expires  30  November  1976. 

c.  Federal  migratory  bird  permit  number 
5-SC-680  with  amendment,  which  expires 
31  December  1976. 

d.  Special-use  permit  for  studies  bn  the 
Chlncoteague  Nstlona)  Wildlife  Refuge. 

These  permits  are  In  addition  to:  a  Mary¬ 
land  state  endangered  species  permit:  state 
bird  banding  permits  for  Maryland.  Virginia, 
New  Jersey,  and  Florida:  special-use  permits 
for  Assateague  Island  National  Seashore  and 
Everglades  National  Park  (Dry  Tortugas); 
an  Assateague  Island  National  Seashore  col¬ 
lecting  permit  and  a  Maryland  State  collect¬ 
ing  permit  (for  peregrine  prey  species);  and 
authorization  from  the  U.S.  Coast  Guard  to 
bancf  birds  of  prey  on  Loggerhead  Key,  Dry 
Tortugas,  Florida.  In  addition,  permits  ger¬ 
mane  to  Intematlcmal  banding  activities 
have  been  applied  for  or  have  been  provided 
by  the  Republic  of  Panama,  the  Republic  of 
Mexico,  Canada,  and  Denmark  (Greenland). 

The  desired  effective  date  of  this  permit 
Is  July  1.  1976;  the  duration  needed  la  five 
years,  at  which  time  results  will  be  evaluated 
and  a  new  triplication  will  be  submitted  if 
necessary. 

I  hereby  certify  that  I  have  read  and  am 
familiar  with  the  regiilatlons  contained  In 
Title  60,  Part  13,  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  and  the  other  applicable  parts 
In  Subchapter  B  of  Chapter  I  of  Title  50, 
and  I  further  certify  that  the  Information 
submitted  In  this  application  for  a  permit 
Is  complete  and  accurate  to  the  best  of  my 
knowledge  and  belief.  I  understand  that  any 
false  statement  hereon  may  subject  me  to 
the  criminal  penalties  of  18  UB.C.  1001. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Dx.  F.  Prescott  Ward, 

Chief,  Ecological  Reaearch 
Office,  Biomedical  Laboratory. 

Documenta  and  other  Information 
submitted  In  connection  with  this  appli¬ 
cation  are  available  for  public  Inspec¬ 
tion  during  normal  business  hours  at  the 
Service’s  office  In  Suite  600,  1612  K 
Street.  NW..  Washington,  D.C. 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
this  application  by  submitting  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments,  preferably  in 
triplicate,  to  the  Director  (PWS/LE), 
U.S.  Pish  and  Wildlife  Service.  Post  Of¬ 
fice  Box  19183,  Washington,  D.C.  20036. 
All  relevant  comments  received  on  or 
before  June '27.  1975  will  be  considered. 
Dated:  May  22. 1975. 

C.  R.  Bavin, 

Chief,  Division  of  Law  Enforcement 
XJ.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

[FR  Doc.76-13867  Filed  5-87-76:8 ;46  am] 
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National  Park  Service 

NATIONAL  CAPITAL  MEMORIAL 
ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  In  accordance 
with  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act  that  a  meeting  of  the  National 
Capital  Memorial  Advisory  Committee 
will  be  held  at  1:30  pjn.  on  Monday, 
June  16,  1975,  in  Room  234  at  the  Na¬ 
tional  Capital  Parks  Headquarters,  1100 
Ohio  Drive.  SW„  Washington.  D.C. 
20242. 

The  Committee  was  established  for  the 
purpose  of  preparing  and  recommending 
to  the  Secretary  broad  criteria,  guide¬ 
lines.  and  policies  for  memorializing  per¬ 
sons  and  events  on  Federal  lands  in  the 
Natlonsd  Capital  Region  (as  defined  in 
the  National  Capital  Planning  Act  of 
1952.  as  amended)  through  the  media  of 
monuments,  memorials,  and  statues.  It  is 
to  examine  each  memorial  proposal  for 
adequacy  and  appropriateness,  msJce  rec¬ 
ommendations  to  the  Secretary  with  re¬ 
spect  to  site  location  on  Federal  land  in 
the  National  Capital  Region  and  to  serve 
as  an  Information  focal  point  for  those 
seeking  to  erect  memorials  on  Federal 
land  in  the  National  Capital  Region. 

The  members  of  the  Ckmunittee  are  as 
follows: 

Mr.  Gary  Srerhardt.  Chairman 
Director.  Nattonal  Park  Servloe 
Washington.  D.C. 

Mr.  Oeorge  M.  White 
Architect  of  the  Capitol 
Washington.  D.C. 

General  Mark  W.  Clark 

Chairman.  American  Battle  Monuments 

Commission 
Washington.  DXl. 

Mr.  J.  Carter  Brown 
Chairman.  Pine  Arts  Commission 
Washington.  D.C. 

Chairman.  National  Capital  Planning  Com¬ 
mission 

Washington.  DXl. 

Honorahle  Walter  S.  Washington 
Mayor  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
Washington.  D.C. 

Commissioner,  Public  Buildings  Bervlce 
Washington.  D.C. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  Is  to  re¬ 
view  the  subarea  plans  for  the  FDR 
MemorlaL 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
Any  person  may  file  with  the  Commit¬ 
tee  a  written  statement  concerning  the 
matters  to  be  discussed.  Persons  who  wish 
to  file  a  written  statement  or  who  want 
further  Information  concerning  the 
meeting  may  contact  Mr.  Richard  L. 
Stanton.  Associate  Director,  Cooperative 
Activities,  National  Capital  Parks,  at 
area  code  202-426-6715.  Minutes  of  the 
meeting  will  be  available  for  public  In¬ 
spection  and  copying  2  weeks  after  the 
meeting  at  the  Office  of  National  Capital 
Parks.  Room  208,  1100  Ohio  Drive  SW,. 
Washington.  D.C. 

Dated:  May  20,  1975. 

John  A.  Townslct, 
'Aetino  Director^  National 
Capital  Parks. 

[PB  1)00.76-13621  FUed  6-22-76:8:48  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Forest  Service 
ALPINE  LAKES  AREA 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  final  envi¬ 
ronmental  statement  for  a  recommended 
Land  Use  Plan  for  the  Alpine  Lakes  Area 
in  the  State  of  Washington. 

The  environmental  statement  concerns 
a  proposed  plan  for  the  management  of 
lands  including  wilderness  in  the  Alpine 
Lakes  Area  on  portions  of  the  Mt.  Baker- 
Snoqualmle  and  Wenatchee  National 
Forests  in  the  State  of  Washington. 
USDA-FS-FES-(Leg.)  74-16. 

This  final  environmental  statement 
W81S  transmitted  to  CEQ  on  May  21.  1975. 

Copies  are  available  for  inspection  dur¬ 
ing  regular  working  hours  at  the  follow¬ 
ing  locations: 

USDA.  Forest  Senrlcs 

South  Agriculture  Bldg..  Room  8231 

12tb  St.  A  Independence  Ave.,  SW. 

Washington.  D.C.  20360 

DSDA.  Forest  Service 

Pacific  Northwest  Region 

SIS  SW.  Pine  Street 

Portland.  Oregon  B7304 

Mt.  Baker-Snoqualmle  National  Forest 

1601  Second  Avenue  Building 

Beattie.  Washington  08101 

Wenatchee  National  Forest 

301  Taklna  Street 

Wenatchee,  Washington  08801 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
available  upon  request  to  the  same  offices 
listed  above. 

Copies  of  the  environmental  statement 
have  been  sent  to  various  Federal.  State, 
and  local  agencies  as  outlined  in  the  CEQ 
guidelines. 

R.  Max  Pcterson, 
Deputy  Chief,  Forest  Service. 

Mat  16.  1975. 

IFB  DOC.7&-18814  Filed  6-27-75;8:46  am] 


CASCADE  HEAD  SCENIC-RESEARCH  AREA 
ADVISORY  COUNCIL 

Meeting 

The  Cascade  Head  Scenic-Research 
Area  Advisory  Council  will  meet  at  1 :00 
pm  on  June  27  and  28  at  the  Dunes 
Motel  In  Lincoln  City.  Oregon. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to 
familiarize  the  Advisory  Council  with 
Pub.  L.  93-535  and  the  Cascade  Head 
Scenic-Research  Area.  A  second  purpose 
is  to  review  the  draft  guidelines  on  sub¬ 
stantial  change  required  by  section  5b  of 
Pub.  L.  93-535. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
Persons  who  wish  additional  informa¬ 
tion  or  plan  to  attend  should  contact 
Pamela  D.  Wilson.  Sluslaw  National 
Forest,  at  545  SW  Second  Street,  Corval¬ 
lis.  Oregon,  97330.  phone  752-4211,  Ex¬ 
tension  502L 


Tile  public  may  participate  in  the 
meeting  by  either  submitting  written 
comments  to  the  Chairman  or  speak  to 
the  0>unsel  when  recognized  by  the 
CSiairman. 

F.  Dali  Robertson, 
Forest  Supervisor. 

Mat  20.  1975. 

{FB  Doc.76-13828  FUed  6-27-76;8:46  am] 


□GHTMILE-BLUE  CREEK  UNITS-SIX 

RIVERS  NATIONAL  FOREST  LAND  USE 

PLANS 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (O  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  final  en¬ 
vironmental  statement  for  the  Land  Use 
Plans,  Elghtmile  and  Blue  Creek  Units, 
Six  Rivers  National  Forest.  California, 
USDA-PS-R5-PES(  Adm)  -75-9. 

The  environmental  statement  con¬ 
cerns  proposed  land  use  management 
plans  for  the  94,000  acres  of  National 
Forest  lands  known  as  the  Blghtmlle- 
Blue  C^reek  Units  of  the  Six  Rivers  Na¬ 
tional  Forest,  In  Del  Norte  and  Humboldt 
Counties,  Callfonla.  Fifty-nine  thousand, 
eight  himdred  acres  within  these  Units 
have  been  inventoried  as  “roadless.** 

This  final  environmental  statement 
was  transmitted  to  the  Council  on  En¬ 
vironmental  Quality  (CT;Q)  on  May  20. 

1975. 

Copies  are  available  for  Inspection 
dming  regular  working  hours  at  the  fol¬ 
lowing  locations: 

USDA,  Forest  Service 
South  Agriculture  Bldg.,  Room  8230 
12th  St.  &  Independence  Ave..  SW. 
Washington.  D.C. 

Regional  Forester 
UB.  Forest  Service.  Rm.  629 
630  Sansome  Street 
San  Francisco,  Caltfomla 
Forest  Supervisor's  Office 
Six  Rivers  National  Forest 
710  B  Street 
Bureka.  Oaliromta 
Forest  Service 
Dlstrlet  Ranger 
Gasquet,  California 
Forest  Service 
District  Ranger 
Orleans.  California 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
available,  upon  request,  from  Forest  Su¬ 
pervisor  George  Roether,  Six  Rivers  Na¬ 
tional  Forest,  710  E  Street,  Eureka. 
California  95501. 

Copies  of  the  environmental  statement 
have  been  sent  to  various  Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  as  outlined  in  the  CEQ 
guidelines. 

A  modification  Is  made  of  the  review 
period  for  the  statement  A  decision  will 
be  made  regarding  proposed  land  uses  in 
the  units  and  announced  after  Jtine  9, 

1976. 

John  A.  Vancb, 
Deputy  Regional  Forester. 

Mat  20.  1975. 

ITR  Doe.76-13838  FUed  6-27-76:8:46  »m] 
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LANDOWNERSHIP  ADJUSTMENT  PLAN 

BETWEEN  WEYERHAEUSER  CO.  AND 

GIFFORD  PINCHOT  NATIONAL  FOREST, 

WASH. 

Availability  of  AddofMlum  to  Final 
Environmental  Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  final  envi¬ 
ronmental  statement  for  the  Landowner- 
ship  Adjustment  Plan  Between  Weyer¬ 
haeuser  Company  and  Gifford  Plnchot 
Naticmal  Forest,  Washington.  USDA-FS- 
FES-(Adm)  73-70 

The  environmental  statement  concerns 
a  proposed  landownership  adjustment 
plan  between  Weyerhaeuser  and  the  For¬ 
est  Service.  Weyerhaeuser  is  offering 
13,674  acres  of  tiielr  Isuad  to  the  Forest 
Service  in  exchange  for  16,155.0  acres  of 
National  Forest  lands,  all  in  the  State 
of  Washington.  The  exchange  will  con¬ 
solidate  public  and  private  lands  and  will 
increase  the  number  of  land  management 
alternatives,  reduce  management  costa, 
and  make  several  thousand  acres  of  pub¬ 
lic  land  available  primarily  for  recrea¬ 
tion  use. 

This  addendum  to  the  final  environ¬ 
mental  statement  was  transmitted  to 
.CEQ  on  May  21.  1975. 

Copies  are  available  for  inspection  dur¬ 
ing  regular  working  hours  at  the  follow¬ 
ing  locations: 

USUSA,  Forest  Service 

South  Agriculture  Bldg..  Room  3230 

12th  St.  &  Independence  Ave..  S.W. 

Washingttm.  D.C.  20260 

TTSDA,  Forest  Service 

Psctnc  Northweet  Reglen 

SIS  S.W.  Pine  Street 

Portland,  OR  B7204 

Gifford  Plnchot  Nartienal  Forest 

600  West  12th  Street 

Vancouver.  WA  98660 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
avallaUe  upon  request  to  Regional  For¬ 
ester,  TA.  Schlapfer,  Pacific  Northwest 
Region.  PO  Box  3623,  Portland.  Oregon 
87208.  or  Forest  Supervisor  Spencer  T. 
Moore,  500  West  12th  Street.  Vancouver, 
Washington  98660. 

Copies  of  the  environmental  statement 
have  been  sent  to  various  Federal.  State 
and  local  agencies  as  outlined  in  the 
CEQ  Guidelines. 

R.  Max  Peterson, 
Deputy  Chief,  Forest  Service. 

Mat  12. 1975. 

(FB  Doc.76-13815  FUed  5-27-76:8:45  am] 

NEBRASKA  NATIONAL  FOREST 

LIVESTOCK  ADVISORY  BOARD 

Meeting 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-13304,  appearing  (m 
page  22160.  of  the  issue  of  Wednesday. 
May  2L  1975.  the  word  “members**  in 
the  second  paragraph,  second  line, 
should  be  changed  to  read  “officers*'. 


PALOMAR  MOUNTAIN  UNIT,  CLEVELAND 
NATIONAL  FOREST,  CAUFORNIA 

Extension  of  Comment  Period 

On  February  7,  1975,  the  Forest  Serv¬ 
ice.  Department  of  Agriculture,  trans¬ 
mitted  to  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  a  draft  environmental  statement 
for  the  proposed  Land  Use  Plan  for  the 
Palomar  Mountain  Unit,  CTeveland  Na¬ 
tional  Forest,  California,  USDA-FS-R5- 
DES(Adm)-75-8,  pursuant  to  section  102 
(2)  (C)  of  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  of  1969.  Notice  of  availability 
of  this  draft  environmental  statement 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  February  13, 1975  (40  FR  6995) .  Com¬ 
ments  were  requested  within  90  days 
after  transmittal  to  CEQ. 

Because  of  numerous  requests  for  an 
extended  opportunity  for  public  review, 
tile  comment  period  for  this  draft  envi¬ 
ronmental  statement  is  being  extended 
an  additional  90  days. 

Copies  are  available  for  Inspection  dur¬ 
ing  regular  working  hours  at  the  follow¬ 
ing  locations: 

trSDA.  Forest  Service 

South  Agriculture  Building,  Room  3230 

14th  Street  &  Independence  Ave.  SW. 

Washington.  D.C.  20269 

DSDA.  Forest  Service 

California  Region 

630  Sansome  Street,  Boom  581 

San  Francisco,  Caltfmnla  94111 

Forest  Supervisor's  Oflce 

Cleveland  National  Fmest 

3211  Fifth  Avenue 

San  Diego,  California  98103 

Fcu’est  Service 

Dlstrlot  Ranger 

732  North  Broadway 

Bsoondldo.  California  92025 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
available,  upon  request,  from  Forest 
Siuiervlsm:,  Cleveland  National  Forest, 
3211  Fifth  Avenue.  San  Diego,  Califor¬ 
nia  92103. 

Comments  concerning  the  proposed  ac¬ 
tion  should  be  addressed  to  Forest  Super¬ 
visor,  Cleveland  National  Forest.  3211 
Fifth  Avenue.  San  Diego,  California 
92103.  Comments  must  be  received  by 
August  11, 1975,  in  order  to  be  considered 
In  the  preparation  of  the  final  environ¬ 
mental  ste^menL 

T.  W.  Eoskello, 

Acting  Regional  Forester, 
California  Region. 

Mat  20,  1975. 

IFB  Doc.75-13824  FUed  5-27-75;8:45  am] 


Rural  Electrification  Administration 

DAIRYLAND  POWER  COOPERATIVE, 

LA  CROSSE.  WISCONSIN 

Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration  has  pre¬ 
pared  a  Final  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  in  accordance  with  section 
102(2)  (C>  of  the  National  Elnvironmen- 
tal  Pcdlcy  Act  of  1969,  in  connecti<Hi  with 
a  loan  guarantee  Issued  to  Dalryland 
Pow«r  Ooopmd:ive  of  Lacrosse,  Wiscon¬ 


sin,  from  the  Rural  Electrification  Ad¬ 
ministration.  The  financing  will  provide 
funds  for  the  purchase  and  installation 
of  a  70  percent  share  of  a  350  MW  steam 
generating  plant  near  Alma,  Wisconsin, 
and  related  161  kV  transmission  facili¬ 
ties.  Northern  States  Power  Company  of 
Minnesota  will  provide  the  remaining  30 
percent  share  of  funds.  " 

Additional  information  may  be  secured 
on  request,  submitted  to  Mr.  David  H. 
Askegaard,  Assistant  Administrator- 
Electric,  Rural  Electrification  Adminis¬ 
tration,  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Washington.  D.C.  20250.  The  Final  En¬ 
vironmental  Impact  Statement  may  be 
examined  during  regular  business  hours 
at  the  offices  of  RELA  in  the  South  Agri¬ 
culture  Building,  12th  Street  and  Inde¬ 
pendence  Avenue.  SW.,  Washington. 
D.C.,  Room  4310,  or  at  the  borrower  ad¬ 
dress  indicated  above. 

Final  REIA  action  with  respect  to  this 
matter  (including  any  release  of  funds) 
may  be  takm  after  thirty  (30)  days,  but 
only  after  REA  has  reached  satisfactory 
conclusions  with  respect  to  its  environ¬ 
mental  effects  and  after  procedural  re¬ 
quirements  set  forth  in  the  National  En¬ 
vironmental  Policy  Act  of  1969  have  been 
met. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  21st 
day  of  May  1975. 

David  H.  Askegaard, 

Acting  Administrator,  Rural 
Electrification  Administration 
IFB  Doc.76-13816  FUeU  5-27-75:8:46  am] 


Soil  Conservation  Service 

LONG  CREEK  WATERSHED. 

MISSISSIPPI 

Availability  of  Negative  Declaration 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  and  Part  1500.6(e)  of  the  CouncU 
on  Environmental  Quality  Guidelines  (38 
FR  20550)  August  1. 1973;  and  Part  650.8 
(b)  (3)  of  the  Soil  Conservation  Service 
Guidelines  (39  FR  19651)  June  3.  1974; 
the  Soil  Conservation  Service.  UJ3.  De- 
psutment  of  Agriculture,  gives  notice  that 
an  environmental  Impact  statement  is 
not  being  prepared  for  the  Long  Creek 
Watershed.  Attala  Coimty,  Mlsslsslrrpi. 

The  environmental  assessment  of  this 
federal  action  indicates  that  the  project 
will  not  create  significant  adverse  local, 
regional,  or  national  Impacts  on  the  en¬ 
vironment  and  that  no  significant  con¬ 
troversy  Is  associated  with  the  proJecL 
As  a  result  of  these  findings.  Mr.  W.  L. 
Heard.  State  Conservationist.  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  Service.  Room  590,  Milner 
Building,  P.O.  Box  610,  Jackson,  Missis¬ 
sippi  39205,  has  determined  that  the 
preparation  and  review  of  an  environ¬ 
mental  Impact  statCTient  is  not  needed  at 
this  time  for  this  project. 

The  project  concerns  a  plan  for  water¬ 
shed  protection,  fiood  prevention,  and 
recreation.  The  remaining  planned  works 
of  Improvement  as  described  In  the  nega¬ 
tive  declaration  Include  conservation 
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land  treatment  supplemented  by  two 
floodwater  retarding  structures  and  one 
multiple  purpose  structxire  with  basic 
recreation  facilities. 

The  environmental  assessment  file  Is 
available  for  Inspection  during  regular 
working  hours  at  the  following  location: 

Soil  Conservation  Service,  USDA 
Room  590,  Milner  Building 
P.O.  Box  610 

Jackson,  Mississippi  39206 

The  Negative  Declaration  is  available 
for  single  copy  requests  at  the  above  ad¬ 
dress. 

No  administrative  action  on  imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  proposal  will  be  taken 
until  June  12, 1975. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.904,  National  Archives  Refer¬ 
ence  Services) 

Dated:  May  19, 1975. 

William  B.  Davey, 
Detmty  Administrator  lor  Water 
Reaouurces,  Soil  Conservation 
Service. 

|FR  Doo.76-13766  Piled  6-27-76:8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
«  National  Institutes  of  Health 
CANCER  RESEARCH  EMPHASIS  GRANTS 
Program  Announcement 

The  National  Cancer  Institute  under 
authority  of  Section  301  and  Title  IV 
Part  A  of  the  Public  Health  Service  Act, 
as  amended  (42  U.S.C.  241,  281  et  seq.), 
will  establish  grant-supported  Cancer 
Research  Emphasis  Grants  programs 
(C^EO)  to  promote  research  in  areas  of 
concern  to  t^  National  Cancer  Program. 
The  purpose  of  C®EG  programs  is  to 
promote  cancer  research  in  areas  where 

(a)  knowledge  gaps  are  not  being  suffi¬ 
ciently  addressed  by  on-going  research, 

(b)  there  is  a  need  for  independent  ef¬ 
forts  to  verify  and  corroborate  on-going 
research,  or  (c)  there  is  a  need  to  stimu¬ 
late  or  intensify  effort  in  promising  re¬ 
search  areas.  Research  areas  and  re¬ 
search  projects  suitable  for  CTREO’s  will 
be  identifi^  by  NCI  with  the  help  of  out¬ 
side  consultants  and  advisory  groups. 

The  general  characteristics  of  the 
C^EQ  program  include  the  following. 
N<n  Program  Directors  will  develop  a 
detailed  statement  announcing  the  pur¬ 
pose,  objectives,  rationale  and  signifi¬ 
cance  to  program  goals  for  each  research 
project  area  which  is  appropriate  for 
CREQ.  Ekich  announcement  will  contain 
a  date  for  receipt  of  applications  for  the 
specific  program  area.  The  approaches 
and  methodology  will  be  left  to  the  cre¬ 
ativity  and  initiative  of  the  scientists 
who  apply.  Direction  of  the  research  or 
technical  supervision  by  NCI  will  be 
neither  necessary  nor  desirable.  Cancer 
Research  Emphasis  program  announce¬ 
ments  will  be  published  in  the  NIH 
Guide  for  Grants  and  Contracts  and  in 
other  appropriate  publications.  The  NIH 
Guide  for  Grants  and  Contracts  may  be 
obtained  from  the  Division  of  Research 


Grants,  National  Institutes  of  Health, 
Westwood  Building,  5333  Westbard  Ave¬ 
nue,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20016. 

Cancer  Research  Emphasis  Grants  will 
be  awarded  only  to  nonprofit  organiza¬ 
tions  and  institutions,  state  and  local 
governments  and  their  agencies,  author¬ 
ized  Federal  Institutions  and,  occa¬ 
sionally  to  Individuals,  in  accordance 
with  NIH  and  PHS  policy.  Receipt,  re¬ 
view  and  referral  of  applications  will  be 
accomplished  according  to  the  policies 
and  procedures  contained  in  42  CTR 
Part  52  and  the  Public  Health  Service 
Grants  Policy  Statement  which  may  be 
purchased  from  the  Superintendent  of 
Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing 
Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402. 

Investigators  will  send  applications  to 
the  Division  of  Research  Grants  (DRG) , 
National  Institutes  of  Health,  on  NIH 
Form  398  and  must  identify  in  a  covering 
letter  the  single  Cancer  Research  Em¬ 
phasis  announcement  to  which  the  ap¬ 
plication  responds.  The  DRG  Referral 
Officer  with  the  NCT  Program  Director 
will  determine  If  the  application  is  re¬ 
sponsive  or  unresponsive  to  the  an- 
nouncemei^.  An  applicant  whose  appli¬ 
cation  is  Judged  unresponsive  to  the  an- 
noimcement  will  be  notified  by  DRG  and 
will  be  given  the  opportunity  to  with¬ 
draw  the  application  or  submit  it  for 
consideration  In  the  other  grant  pro¬ 
grams  of  NIH. 

Competitive  applications  may  elabo¬ 
rate  on  the  statement  of  purpose,  objec¬ 
tives,  rationale,  and  significance  con¬ 
tained  in  the  soliciting  annoimcement, 
and  the  api^icant  must  complete  por¬ 
tions  of  the  application  pertaining  to 
procedural  details,  the  investigator’s  re¬ 
search  experience,  facilities  available, 
specific  budgets  for  all  years  of  support 
requested,  and  biographical  sketches  for 
professional  iiersonnel. 

Applications  will  be  reviewed  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  normal  peer  review 
system  of  the  NIH  utUlzlng  the  Study 
Sections  of  the  Division  of  Research 
Grants.  Applications  with  direct  costs 
In  excess  of  $35,000  will  receive  a  sec¬ 
ondary  review  by  the  National  C?ancer 
Advisory  Board. 

NC7I  Program  Directors  will  have  au¬ 
thority  and  responsibility  for  monitoring 
scientific  progress  and  administration  of 
C^cer  Research  Elmphasls  Grants.  Each 
year,  preceding  the  anniversary  date  of 
the  award,  the  Investigator  wffi  submit 
a  comprehensive  scientific  report  as  an 
Integral  part  of  his  noncompetitive  con¬ 
tinuation  application.  More  frequent 
reports  may  be  requested  In  the  an¬ 
nouncement. 

If  the  research  is  to  be  continued,  ap¬ 
plications  for  the  renewal  of  Cancer  Re¬ 
search  Emphasis  Grants  beyond  the 
project  period  as  defined  in  appropriate 
CREG  announcement  must  be  competi¬ 
tively  reviewed  by  study  sections.  CJancer 
Research  Emphasis  Program  Directors 
must  notify  grantees  twelve  months  be¬ 
fore  a  project  period  ends  whether  or  not 
the  specific  CREG  program  is  to  be  con¬ 
tinued.  If  the  program  is  to  be  continued, 
the  Program  Director  will  prepare  an 
announcement  for  publication  in  the 


NIH  Guide  to  Grants  and  Contracts.  If 
the  program  Is  to  be  discontinued,  grant¬ 
ees  may,  of  course,  respond  to  other 
published  announcements  or  apply  for 
a  regular  research  grant. 

For  further  information  contcu:t  the 
Director,  Division  of  Cancer  Research 
Resources  and  Centers,  National  Cancer 
Institute,  9000  Rockville  Pike,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20014. 

(Catalogue  of  Federal  Domeetlc  Assistance 
Program  No.  13.386,  No.  13.394,  No.  13.396, 
No.  13.896,  and  No.  13.389) 

Dated:  May  13, 1975. 

R.  W.  Lamont-HavShs, 
Acting  Director, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

(FR  Doc.76-13800  FUed  6-27-75:8:46  am] 


EXPERIMENTAL  VIROLOGY  STUDY 
SECTION  ET  AL. 

Establishment 

The  Dlreetor,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  announces  the  establishment  on 
April  25,  1975,  of  the  advisory  commit- 
t^  indicated  below  by  the  Secretary  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  under 
the  authority  of  42  U.S.  Code  217a  (sec¬ 
tion  222  of  the  Public  Health  Law,  as 
amended).  These  advisory  committees 
shall  be  governed  by  the  provisions  of 
the  Public  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub. 
L.  92-463)  setting  forth  standards  gov¬ 
erning  the  establishment  and  use  of  ad¬ 
visory  committees. 

Narne.  Experimental  Virology  Study 
Section 

Purpose.  This  Committee  reviews  ap¬ 
plications  for  grants-in-ald  for  research 
projects,  and  for  grants  and  awards  for 
research  and  training  activities  dealing 
with  experimental  virology,  rickettsiol- 
ogy,  and  cell  structure  studies  relating 
to  basic  and  applied  studies  in  pathogen- 
host  cell  interaction,  genetics,  morphol¬ 
ogy,  diagnosis,  therapeutic  agents,  im¬ 
munology,  mechanisms  of  replication 
and  pathogenesis. 

Name.  Immunological  Sciences  Study 
Section 

Purpose.  This  Committee  reviews  ap¬ 
plications  for  grants-ln-ald  for  research 
projects,  and  for  grants  and  awards  for 
research  and  training  activities  dealing 
with  immimopathology,  immunotherapy, 
hjrpersensitlvlty  and  problems  of  the 
Immime  response. 

Name.  Molecular  CJytology  Study  Sec¬ 
tion 

Purpose.  This  Committee  reviews  ap¬ 
plications  for  grants-in-aid  for  research 
projects,  and  for  grants  and  awards  for 
research  and  training  activities  dealing 
with  studies  of  the  molecular  basis  of  dis¬ 
ease,  cell  structure  and  function  (nu¬ 
cleus,  cytoplasm,  membranes  and  or- 
ganeUes) . 

Name.  Pathobiological  (Chemistry 
Study  Section 

Purpose.  This  Committee  reviews  ap¬ 
plications  for  grants-in-aid  for  research 
projects,  and  for  grants  and  awards  for 
research  and  training  activities  dealing 
with  the  biochemistry  of  disease  (chem¬ 
ical  pathology)  enzvmology,  protein 
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chemistry.  Immunochemlstry  (chemical 
Immunology) .  and  membrane  chnnlstiy. 

These  Committees  will  terminate  on 
April  25. 1977. 

Dated:  May  19. 1975. 

R.  W.  Lamont-Havsks. 

Acting  Director, 
National  Institutes  ot  Health. 
[FB  DOC.76-1S798  FUed  &-27-7S:8:46  am] 


NATIONAL  INSTITUTE  OF  ALLERGY  AND 

INFECTIOUS  DISEASES  COUNCIL 

Amended  Notice  of  Meeting 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  of  an  addition 
to  the  meeting  of  the  National  Advisory 
Allergy  and  Infectious  Diseases  Council. 
National  Institute  of  Allergy  and  Infec¬ 
tious  Diseases,  which  was  published  in  the 
Fsonuu.  Rkcistxb  on  April  30.  1975  (40 
FR  18829-30). 

The  Allergy  and  Immunology  Subcom¬ 
mittee  of  the  National  Advisory  Allergy 
and  Infectious  Diseases  CX>uncU  will  meet 
on  June  18.  1975,  at  8:00  p.m..  CcmXer- 
ence  Room  7A24.  Building  31,  National 
Institutes  of  Health.  Bethesda,  Maryland, 
for  the  review,  discussion,  and  evaluation 
of  Individual  Initial  pending,  supplemen¬ 
tal  and  renewal  grant  applications,  and 
applications  for  National  Research  Serv¬ 
ice  and  Institutional  Research  Service 
Awards.  This  meeting  Is  necessary  be¬ 
cause  more  time  Is  required  to  review  the 
volume  of  applications  assigned  to  this 
subconunlttee  than  has  already  been  pro¬ 
vided  for  during  the  closed  portion  of  the 
Council  meeting  on  Jime  19. 1975. 

The  meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  pub¬ 
lic. 

Dated:  May  19. 1975. 

SuZAIVNZ  L.  Premeau, 

Committee  Management  Officer. 

National  Institutes  of  Health. 

[FB  DOC.T5-137M  FUwl  S-r7-78;8:46  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

FMeral  Railroad  Administration 

(FBA  Waiver  Petition  No.  H8-75-11] 

ST.  JOHNSBURY  &  LAMOILLE  COUNTY 
RAILROAD 

Petition  for  Exemption  From  Hours  of 
Service  Act 

The  St.  Johnsbury  &  Lamoille  Railroad 
has  petitioned  the  Federal  Railroad  Ad¬ 
ministration  pursuant  to  45  U.S.C.  64a(e) 
for  an  exemption,  with  respect  to  certain 
employees,  from  the  Hours  of  Service  Act, 
45  U.S.C.  61.  62,  63,  and  64. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  this  proceeding  by  submitting 
written  data,  views,  or  comments.  Com¬ 
munications  should  be  submitted  in  tri¬ 
plicate  to  the  Docket  Clerk.  Office  of 
Chief  Counsel.  Federal  Railroad  Admin¬ 
istration.  Attention:  FRA  Waiver  Peti¬ 
tion  No.  HS-75-11.  Room  5101.  400 
Seventh  Street.  SW..  Washington,  D.C. 
20590.  Communications  received  before 
June  13,  1975,  will  be  considered  before 


final  action  is  taken  on  this  petition.  All 
comments  received  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  dur¬ 
ing  business  hours  in  Room  5101,  Nasslf 
Building.  400  Seventh  Street,  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C.  20590. 

Issued  In  Washington.  D.C.,  on  May  19, 
1975. 

Donald  W.  Bennett, 

Chief  Counsel. 

Federal  Railroad  Administration. 

(FB  DOC.7S-1S754  FUed  5-27-78:8;4S  am] 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

(Docket  No.  27764] 

FGH  FINANCIAL  CORP.  AND  McCULLCX^H 
INTERNATIONAL  AIRLINES,  INC. 

Stock  Acquisition;  Hearing 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958.  as  amend¬ 
ed,  that  a  hearing  In  the  above-entitled 
proceeding  Is  assigned  to  be  held  on  June 
18.  1975.  at  9:30  a.m.  (local  time)  In 
Room  911,  Universal  Building.  1825  Con¬ 
necticut  Avenue.  NW..  Washington.  D.C., 
before  the  undersigned  Administrative 
Law  Judge. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  May  21, 
1975. 

[seal]  Burton  S.  Kolko, 

Administrative  Lava  Judge. 

(FB  Doc.75-13841  Filed  5-27-75:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  26977] 

NEW  YORK-RIO-JOHANNESBURG  CASE 
Oral  Argument 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958.  as  amended,  that  oral  argument 
In  this  proceeding  is  assigned  to  be  held 
before  the  Board  on  June  4.  1975,  at  2 
p.m.  (local  time),  in  Room  1027,  Univer¬ 
sal  Building,  1825  Connecticut  Avenue. 
NW..  Washington.  D.C. 

Dated  at  Washington.  D.C.,  May  21. 
1975. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Park, 

Chief  Administrative  Law  Judge. 

(FB  Doc.13840  FUed  5-37-75:8:46  am] 

CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

VOLUNTARY  STANDARDS  FOR 
FLAME-HRED  APPLIANCE 

Meeting 

Calspan  Corporation,  under  contract 
to  the  Consumer  Product  Safety  Com¬ 
mission.  Bureau  of  Engineering  Sciences, 
will  conduct  a  conference  to  discuss  the 
results  of  its  review,  under  that  con¬ 
tract.  of  existing  voluntary  standards  for 
flame-fired  furnaces,  water  heaters, 
ranges  and  clothes  dryers.  The  confer¬ 
ence  will  be  held  June  5.  1975  at  Cal¬ 
span  Corporation,  Buffalo,  New  York. 

Topics  to  be  presented  include  identi¬ 
fied  equipment  hazards,  safety  criteria 
deficiencies  and  potential  remedial  ac¬ 
tion 


The  meeting  Is  open,  but  attendance 
will  be  limited  because  of  facility  limita¬ 
tions.  Persons  desiring  to  attend  should 
contact  Mr.  A1  Bullerdlek.  Calspan  Cor¬ 
poration,  (716)  632-7500.  An  agenda  is 
available  from  Mr.  Bullerdlek.  Questions 
may  also  be  directed  to  James  P.  Talen- 
tino.  Bureau  of  Engineering  Sciences, 
Consumer  Product  Safety  Commission. 
(301)  496-7588. 

Dated:  May  22.  1975. 

Sadye  E.  Dunn, 
Secretary,  Consumer  Product 
Safety  Commission. 

(FB  DOC  75-13813  FUed  6-27-75:8:45  am] 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

(FRL  376-8] 

CALIFORNIA  STATE  MOTOR  VEHICLE 

POLLUTION  CONTROL  STANDARDS 

Waiver  of  Federal  Preemption 

I.  Introduction.  On  April  10,  1975,  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  by  no¬ 
tice  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
(40  FR  16234),  announced  a  public  hear¬ 
ing  pursuant  to  section  209(b)  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act  (the  “Act”)  as  amended 
(42  U.S.C.  1857f-6a{a).  81  Stat.  501,  Pub. 
L.  91-604) .  to  consider  a  request  by  the 
State  of  California  that  the  Administra¬ 
tor  waive  application  of  the  prohibitions 
of  section  209(a)  of  the  Act  to  the  State 
of  California  with  respect  to  State  emis¬ 
sion  standards  applicable  to  1977  model 
year  light  duty  motor  vehicles.  Section 
209(b)  of  the  Act  requires  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  to  grrant  such  waiver,  after  public 
hearing,  unless  he  finds  that  the  State 
of  California  does  not  require  standards 
more  stringent  than  applicable  Federal 
standards  to  meet  compelling  and  extra¬ 
ordinary  conditions,  or  that  such  State 
standards  and  accompan.vlng  enforce¬ 
ment  procedures  are  not  consistent  with 
section  202(a)  of  the  Act.  State  stand¬ 
ards  and  enforcement  procedures  are 
deemed  to  be  consistent  with  section 
202(a)  if  adequate  technology  exists 
with  which  to  meet  them,  and  if  ade¬ 
quate  lead  time  is  available  in  which 
to  implement  that  technology. 

The  public  hearing  was  held  in  Los 
Angeles.  California,  on  April  29,  1975. 
The  record  was  kept  open  until  May  2. 
1975,  for  the  submission  of  written  ma¬ 
terial.  data  or  arguments  by  Interested 
persons.  I  have  determined  that  the  stat¬ 
utory  criteria  of  section  209(b)  of  the 
Act  have  been  met,  and  therefore  that  I 
am  compelled  to  grant  the  requested 
waiver  of  Federal  preemption.  The  rec¬ 
ord  of  the  hearing  and  the  other  evi¬ 
dence  available  to  me  clearly  reveal  that 
compelling  and  extraordinary  conditions 
exist  in  the  State  of  California,  and  that 
adequate  technology  and  lead  time  are 
available  to  meet  the  1977  model  year 
California  standards. 

In  addition  to  the  action  taken  with 
respect  to  light  duty  vehicles.  I  am  an¬ 
nouncing  today  the  disposition  of  several 
other  questions  regarding  waiver  of  Fed¬ 
eral  preemption  for  the  State  of  Cali¬ 
fornia  concerning  the  1976  assembly-line 
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test  procedures  and  the  1977  model  year 
light  duty  truck  and  heavy  duty  engine 
standards.  These  questions  were  not  at 
issue  in  the  April  29  hearing.  The  action 
taken  in  each  case  is  described  fully  in 
Part  IV  of  this  decision. 

n  Background.  I  believe  that  it  is  ap¬ 
propriate  at  this  time  to  trace  the  more 
recent  past  events  connected  with  the 
California  waiver  question,  in  order  to 
give  a  better  imderstanding  of  the  clr- 
ctunstances  surrounding  the  waiver  re¬ 
quest  being  granted  today. 

Under  the  Clean  Air  Amendments  of 
1970,  the  Administrator  was  required  to 
set  standards  for  the  1975  model  year  for 
hydrocarbons  (HC)  and  carbon  monox¬ 
ide  (CO)  to  achieve  a  93  percent  reduc¬ 
tion  of  those  pollutants  from  the  emis¬ 
sion  levels  allowed  under  regulations 
then  applicable  to  the  1970  model  year, 
and  al^  to  set  a  standard  for  the  1976 
model  year  for  oxides  of  nitrogen  (NOx) 
to  achieve  a  similar  reduction,  as  meas¬ 
ured  against  1971  model  year  vehicles. 
As  a  result,  standards  of  .41  gram/mile 
HC,  3.4  grams/mile  CO  and  .4  gram/ 
mile  NOx  were  promulgated  as  the  ulti¬ 
mate  statutory  standards  for  those  pol¬ 
lutants. 

The  1970  amendments  also  provided 
that  motor  vehicle  manufactiurers  could 
apply  for  a  one-year  suspension  of  these 
standards.  Application  was  made  in 
March  of  1972  to  suspend  the  HC  and  CO 
standards.  After  an  initial  denial  and  a 
court  appeal  resulting  in  a  remand  (see 
"International  Harvester  Co.  v.  Ruckels- 
hauB,”  478  P.2d  615  (D.C.  Clr.  1973)),  a 
suspension  was  granted  for  the  1975 
model  year  on  April  11,  1973,  (see  38 
FR  10317),  and  interim  standards  of  1.5 
gm/ml  HC  and  15  gm/ml  CO  were  estab¬ 
lished.  On  July  30,  1973,  the  1976  model 
year  statutory  NOx  standard  of  .4  gm/ml 
was  suspended  for  one  year  and  an  in¬ 
terim  standard  of  2.0  gm/mi  was  estab¬ 
lished. 

In  the  April  11  suspension  decision,  the 
Administrator  also  took  action  which  re¬ 
sulted  in  emission  standards  applicable 
in  California  of  .9  gm/mi  HC,  9.0  gm/ml 
CO  and  2.0  gm/mi  NOx  for  the  1975 
model  year. 

In  Jime  of  1974,  the  Act  was  amended 
to  provide  that  (1)  the  1975  Federal  and 
California  Interim  standards  shall  also 
be  applicable  to  the  1976  model  year,  (2) 
the  original  statutory  standards  for  HC 
and  CO  of  .41  and  3.4  gm/ml  respec¬ 
tively  shall  be  applicable  to  the  1977  and 
subsequent  model  years,  (3)  an  interim 
NOx  standard  of  2.0  gm/ml  shall  be  ap¬ 
plicable  to  the  1977  model  year.  (4)  the 
original  statutory  NOx  standard  of  .4 
gm/ml  shall  be  applicable  to  the  1978  and 
subsequent  model  years,  and  (5)  any 
motor  v^cle  manufacturer  may,  at  any 
time  after  January  1,  1975,  apply  for  a 
one-year  suspension  of  the  imposition  of 
the  statutory  HC  and  CO  standards  to 
the  1977  model  year. 

On  January  2,  1975,  application  was 
made  to  EPA  by  three  motor  vehicle 
manufacturers  for  a  one-year  suspension 
of  the  1977  HC  and  CO  standards.  On 
March  5.  1975, 1  granted  the  suspension 
and  simultaneously  established  interim 
standards  of  1.5  gm/ml  HC  and  15  gm/ml 


CO.  On  March  17,  1975,  California 
adopted  1977  standards  of  .41  gm/mi  HC, 
9.0  gm/ml  CO  and  1.5  gm/ml  NOx.  and 
on  March  26,  1975,  they  requested  a 
waiver  of  Federal  preemption  for  these 
standards  and  for  the  accompanying  test 
and  enforcement  procedures,  including 
the  assembly-line  test  procedures.  It  is 
that  waiver  request  which  is  the  subject 
of  this  decision. 

in  Discussion — Legal  Criteria.  Section 
209  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  was  added  to 
that  statute  by  the  Air  Quality  Act  of 
1967,  Pub.  L.  90-148,  81  Stat.  501,  and 
has  been  preserved  in  the  statute  essen¬ 
tially  imamended  since  then.  It  prohibits 
any  state  from  establishing  or  enforc¬ 
ing  emission  standards  for  new  motor 
vehicles  unless  it  had  adopted  such 
standards  prior  to  March  30,  1966.  Only 
California  meets  this  test.  California, 
however,  may  establish  and  enforce  such 
standards  unless  the  Administrator  of 
EPA,  after  notice  and  opportunity  for 
hearing,  finds  either  that  California  has 
not  adopted  more  stringent  standards 
“to  meet  compelling  and  extraordinary 
conditions”  or  that  the  “standards  and 
accompanying  enforcement  procedures 
are  not  consistent  with  section  202(a)" 
of  the  Act. 

These  provisions  must  be  read  in  the 
light  of  their  imusually  detailed  and 
explicit  legislative  history.  Three  major 
points  emerge  from  such  a  reading. 

1.  At  the  time  the  California  waiver 
provision  was  adopted.  Congress  be¬ 
lieved  that  “compelling  and  extraordi¬ 
nary  conditions”  existed  in  California. 
S.  Rep.  No.  403,  90th  Cong.,  1st  Ses.  33 
(1967)  (“Senator  Murphy  convinced  the 
eommlttee  that  California’s  unique  prob¬ 
lems  •  •  •  jiistlfied  a  waiver”).  113 
Cong.  Rec.  H  14404  (daily  ed.  Nov.  2, 
1967)  (Cong  Herlong)  (“These  are  con¬ 
ditions  specially  tailored  for  California 
which  California  clearly  meets”) . 

2.  Congress  meant  to  ensure  by  the 
language  it  adopted  that  the  Federal 
government  would  not  second-guess  the 
wisdom  of  state  policy  here.  This  ap¬ 
pears  most  dramatically  from  the  de¬ 
bates  on  the  fioor  of  the  House  over  two 
alternative  versions  of  the  statutory  lan¬ 
guage.  One,  sponsored  by  the  relevant 
legislative  committee,  would  have  re- 
qiilred  the  Federal  government,  upon 
application,  to  set  special  California 
standards  if  the  two  conditions  set  forth 
above  were  met;  the  second,  which  was 
sponsored  by  the  entire  California  dele¬ 
gation,  see  113  Cong.  Rec.  H  14428  (Cong. 
Moss)  (dally  ed.  Nov.  2. 1967),  and  even¬ 
tually  adopted  on  the  floor,  would  have 
reqvilred  a  waiver  to  be  granted  if  the 
same  two  conditions  were  met. 

Despite  the  understandable  efforts  of 
some  sponsors  of  the  committee  lan¬ 
guage  to  portray  the  differences  between 
the  two  versions  as  purely  verbal,  113 
Cong.  Rec.  H  14404  (Cong.  Herlong); 
H  14432  (Cong.  Rogers)  (daily  ed.  Nov.  2, 
1967) ,  the  majority  of  the  House  clearly 
disagreed.  Sponsors  of  the  language 
eventually  adopted  referred  repeatedly 
to  their  intent  to  make  sure  that  no 
“Federal  bureaucrat”  would  be  able  to 
tell  the  people  of  California  what  auto 


emission  standards  were  good  for  them, 
as  long  as  they  were  stricter  than  Fed¬ 
eral  standards.  113  Cong.  Rec.  H  14393 
(Cong.  Sisk);  H  14395  (Cong.  Smith); 
H  14396  (Cong.  Holifleld) ;  H  14399 
(Cong.  Hosmer) ;  H  14408  (Cong.  Roy¬ 
bal)  ;  H  14409  (Cong.  Reinlcke) ;  H  14429 
(Cong.  Wilson)  (daily  ed.  Nov.  2,  1967). 
They  also  viewed  the  change  as  neces¬ 
sary  to  their  intent  to  preserve  the  Cali¬ 
fornia  state  auto  emission  control  pro¬ 
gram  in  its  original  form,  see  H.R.  Rep. 
No.  728,  90th  Cong.  1st  Sess.  96-97  (1967) 
(separate  views  of  Congressmen  Moss 
and  Van  Deerlln),  113  Cong.  Rec.  H 
14415  (daily  ed.  Nov.  2, 1967)  (Cong.  Van 
Deerlin)  and  to  continuing  the  national 
benefits  that  might  flow  from  allowing 
California  to  continue  to  act  as  a  pioneer 
in  this  field.  113  Cong.  Rec.  H  14407 
(Cong.  Moss)  (daily  ed.  Nov.  2,  1967) ; 
S  16395  (daily  ed.  Nov.  14,  1967)  (Sena¬ 
tor  Murphy) . 

These  points  had  also  previously  been 
made  by  the  Senate  Public  Works  Com¬ 
mittee  in  reporting  out  waiver  language 
identical  to  that  eventually  adopted  by 
the  House.  S.  Rep.  No.  403,  90th  Cong. 
1st  Sess.  32-33  (1967). 

3.  Even  in  the  two  areas  concededly 
reserved  for  Federal  judgment  by  this 
legislation — the  existence  of  “compelling 
and  extraordinary”  conditions  and 
whether  the  standards  are  technologi¬ 
cally  feasible — Congress  intended  that 
the  standard  of  EPA  review  of  the  state 
decision  be  a  narrow  one.  This  is  im¬ 
plicit,  of  course,  in  the  many  statements 
in  favor  of  state  autonomy  referred  to 
above.  More  directly.  Congressman 
Moss,  the  main  sponsor  of  the  language 
which  the  House  ad<^ted,  asserted  that 
under  his  language  the  burden  of  proof 
in  denying  a  waiver  would  be  on  the 
Federal  govermnent,  see  H.R.  Rep.  No. 
728,  90th  Cong.  1st  Sess.  96  (1967)  (Sep¬ 
arate  views  of  Congressman  Moss  and 
Van  Deerlin).  See  alio  113  Cong.  Ree. 
H  14398  (Cong.  Hanna)  (daily  ed.  Nov. 
2,  1967)  (Senate  language  says  “You 
may  go  beyond  the  Federal  statutes  un¬ 
less  we  find  that  there  is  no  justification 
for  yoiu-  progress”)  .* 

One  Congressman  Indicated  that  a  de¬ 
cision  to  deny  waiver  should  be  subject  to 
considerably  less  deference  on  judicial 
review  than  the  Administrative  Proce- 
diue  Act  normally  provides,  a  view  which 
would  necessarily  imply  that  the  agency 
discretion  to  deny  waiver  is  considerably 
narrower  than  is  its  discretion  to  act  or 
not  act  in  other  contexts.  113  Cong.  Rec. 
H  14405  (Cong.  Holifleld)  (dally  ed.  Nov. 
2, 1967). 

EPA’s  approach  to  California  waiver 
decisions  in  the  past  has  been  shaped  by 
this  Congressional  intent.  Thus,  in  grant- 


^The  legislative  history  does  contain  one 
statement  that  under  the  language  adopted, 
the  burden  of  proof  would  be  on  (Tallfomla. 
113  Cong.  Rec.  H  14432  (dally  ed.  Nov.  2, 
1967)  (Cong.  Harvey).  However,  since  the 
statement  was  made  by  an  opponent  of  that 
language  and  was  designed  to  win  votes  by 
portraying  the  change  It  would  make  from 
the  committee  version  as  negligible.  It  Is  en¬ 
titled  to  little  weight  under  the  nonnal  rules 
of  statutory  construction. 
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ins  a  waiver  to  California  in  August  of 
1971  to  establish  an  assembly -line  test 
proETram,  Mr.  Ruckelshaus  said: 

The  law  makes  It  clear  that  the  waiver 
request  cannot  be  denied  unless  the  specific 
findings  designated  In  the  statute  can  proper¬ 
ly  be  made.  The  Issue  of  whether  a  proposed 
California  requirement  Is  likely  to  result  In 
only  marginal  Improvement  In  air  quality 
not  commensurate  with  Its  cost  or  Is  other¬ 
wise  an  arguable  unwise  exercise  of  regula¬ 
tory  power  Is  not  legally  pertinent  to  my 
decision  under  section  209,  so  long  as  the 
California  requirement  Is  consistent  with 
section  202(a)  and  is  more  stringent  than 
applicable  Federal  requirements  In  the  sense 
that  It  may  result  In  some  further  reduction 
In  air  poUutlon  on  California.  36  FR  17458 
(August  31. 1971) 

Accordingly,  I  do  not  view  the  argu¬ 
ments  of  increased  cost  *  or  fu^  economy 
penalties,  or  only  marginal  improve¬ 
ments  in  air  quality,  advanced  by  some 
as  arguments  against  the  waiver,  as  con¬ 
trolling  in  my  decision  here.  For  similar 
reasons,  I  do  not  view  the  question 
whether  the  proposed  California  stand¬ 
ards  may  result  in  an  increase  in  emis¬ 
sions  of  sulfuric  acid  mist  as  controlling 
given  the  current  state  of  our  knowl¬ 
edge.  The  structure  and  history  of  the 
Califomia  waiver  provision  clearly  indi¬ 
cate  both  a  Congressional  intent  and  an 
EPA  practice  of  leaving  the  decision  on 
ambiguous  and  controversial  matters  of 
public  policy  to  Csdifomla’s  judgment. 
As  I  indicated  in  my  suspension  decision, 
any  assessment  of  the  magnitude  of  the 
automobile  sulfate  risk  and  measures  to 
deal  with  it  clearly  falls  under  that 
heading. 

The  core  issue,  then,  is  whether  auto¬ 
mobile  companies — by  whatever  tech¬ 
nology — ^wlll  be  able  to  satisfy  the  formal 
requirements  of  the  regulations  which 
Califomia  seeks  to  place  upon  them  in 
the  1977  model  year.  Our  discussion  of 
that  point  is  contained  in  the  next 
section. 

It  is  worth  noting  here,  however,  that 
even  on  this  issue  I  would  feel  con¬ 
strained  to  approve  a  Califomia  ap¬ 
proach  to  the  problem  which  I  might  also 
feel  unable  to  adopt  at  the  Federal  level 
in  my  own  capacity  as  a  regulator.  The 
vdiole  approach  of  the  Clean  Air  Act 
is  to  force  the  development  of  new  types 
of  emission  control  technology  where 
that  is  needed  by  compelling  the  industry 
to  “catch  up”  to  some  degree  with  newly 
promulgated  standards.  Such  an  ap¬ 
proach  to  automotive  emission  control 
may  be  attended  with  costs,  in  the  shape 

•The  Issue  was  raised  whether  EPA  Is  re¬ 
quired  to  file  an  Infiation  Impact  Statement, 
pursuant  to  Executive  Order  11821  and  OMB 
Circular  No.  A-107,  in  conjunction  with  this 
decision.  We  have  determined  that  none  Is 
required,  for  the  waiver  granted  herein  falls 
under  the  category  of  "Approval  of  State 
Actions,”  one  of  four  cat^orlee  of  action 
which  do  not  require  IIS’s  under  the  Interim 
Procedures  for 'Infiation  Impact  Statements 
Lssued  Internally  within  EPA  on  February  24, 
1975,  implementing  section  6(b)  (Interim 
Provision)  of  OMB  Circular  No.  A-107.  Ap¬ 
proval  of  these  exempt  categorlee  has  been 
given  by  OMB  and  they  are  included  in  the 
final  draft  Ouidelinas  now  pending  before 
OMB. 


of  a  reduced  product  offering,  or  price 
or  fuel  economy  penalties,  and  by  risks 
that  a  wider  number  of  vehicle  classes 
may  not  be  able  to  complete  their 
development  work  in  time.  Since  a 
balancing  of  these  risks  and  costs 
against  the  potential  benefits  from 
reduced  emi^ions  is  a  central 
policy  decision  for  any  regulatory  agency, 
under  the  statutory  scheme  outlined 
above  I  believe  I  am  required  to  give  very 
substantial  deference  to  California’s 
judgment  on  this  score. 

Findings.  Having  given  due  considera¬ 
tion  to  the  record  of  the  public  hearing, 
all  material  submitted  for  that  record, 
and  other  relevant  information,  I  hereby 
make  the  following  findings  of  fact. 

1.  The  State  of  California  had.  prior 
to  March  30.  1966,  adopted  standards 
(other  than  crankcase  emission  stand¬ 
ards)  for  the  control  of  emissions  from 
new  motor  vehicles  and  new  motor  ve¬ 
hicle  engines. 

2.  The  California  State  emission  stand¬ 
ards  applicable  to  1977  model  year  light 
duty  vehicles,  when  considered  as  a  total 
regulatory  program,  including  related 
assembly-line  testing  and  enforcement 
procedures,  are  more  stringent  than  the 
applicable  Federal  standards. 

3.  Compelling  and  extraordinary  con¬ 
ditions  continue  to  exist  in  the  State  of 
Califomia.  The  testimony  of  the  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  the  Air  Resources  Board 
revealed  that  the  State  oxidant  pollution 
problem,  and  particularly  that  of  the 
South  Coast  Air  Basin,  continues  to  be 
the  worst  in  the  nation.  The  data  pre¬ 
sented  demonstrates  that  the  National 
Ambient  Air  Quality  Standard  for  photo¬ 
chemical  oxidant  has  been  violated  in  the 
South  Coast  region  at  a  substantially 
greater  frequency  and  at  signlflcsmtly 
higher  levels  of  concentration  than  -in 
other  major  metropolitan  areas  of  the 
country.  Furthermore,  the  latest  data  re¬ 
veal  that,  following  an  Improvement  be¬ 
tween  the  years  of  1967  and  1972,  the 
trend  reversed  and  the  oxidant  concen¬ 
trations  in  the  South  Coast  area  have 
actually  worsened  during  1973  and  1974. 
The  evidence  thus  graphically  demon¬ 
strates  that  Califomia  is  struggling  with 
an  air  pollution  problem  of  unique  pro¬ 
portions.  and  that  it  is  one  which  is  not 
necessarily  improving. 

4.  The  Califomia  standards  are  con¬ 
sistent  with  section  202(a)  of  the  Act, 
in  that  technology  exists  with  which  to 
meet  them  and  adequate  lead  time  is 
available  in  which  to  Implement  that 
technology.  The  testimony  at  the  hear¬ 
ing  on  this  issue  varied  somewhat  from 
witness  to  witness. 

(general  Motors  stated  that  the  stand¬ 
ards  as  proposed  could  be  met  and  that 
they  were  prepared  to  introduce  and 
market  a  representative  product  line  con¬ 
forming  wito  those  standards  in  the  Cali¬ 
fornia  market  in  1977.  Ford,  though 
somewhat  less  optimistic,  said  in  its  testi¬ 
mony  that  they  opposed  granting  the 
waiver 

not  because  the  standards  cannot  be  met  on 
some  cars.  Particularly  with  a  catalyst 
change.  Ford  believes  that  low  standards  at 
these  levels  are  achievable 


but  at  a  penalty  in  first  cost  and  fuel 
economy  which  they  asserted  was  not 
Justified.  Some  other  manufacturers, 
such  as  Chrysler  and  American  Motors, 
were  in  varying  degrees  more  pessimistic 
about  their  ability  to  achieve  these 
standards.  All  manufacturers  asserted 
that  compliance  with  the  California 
standards  could  be  accomplished  only  by 
paying  penalties  in  the  form  of  increased 
costs,  restricted  model  lines,  poorer  fuel 
economy,  and  reduced  driveability.  How¬ 
ever,  no  manufacturer  stated  that  it 
would  be  forced  out  of  the  Califomia 
market  by  the  new  standards. 

On  the  other  side,  the  California  Air 
Resources  Board  presented  a  list  of  29 
engine  families  fnxn  the  1975  model  year 
which,  though  not  aimed  at  meeting 
standards  as  low  as  the  ones  for  which 
waiver  was  sought,  nevertheless  did  meet 
or  almost  meet  them.  Though  most  of 
these  cars  were  imports  (which  account 
for  some  30  percent  of  the  market  in 
Califomia) ,  Chrysler,  Ford  and  GM  were 
also  represented.  The  Air  Resources 
Board  also  presented  a  statement  by  one 
of  its  members.  Dr.  Robert  Sawyer,  Pro¬ 
fessor  of  Mechanical  Engineering  at 
Berkeley  and  a  leading  contributor  to  tlie 
latest  report  of  the  National  Academy 
of  Sciences  on  motor  vehicle  emissions, 
stating  his  conclusion  that  the  standards 
could  be  met. 

1  have  already  determined  in  the 
March  5  suspension  decision  that  emis¬ 
sion  standards  of  .41  gm/mi  HC  and 
2.0  gm/ml  NOx  could  be  met  nationwide 
in  1977.  Since  the  legal  test  for  Califor¬ 
nia  waiver  is  easier  to  satisfy.  I  believe 
I  am  at  a  minimum  compelled  to  grant 
a  waiver  at  these  levels  as  a  matter  of 
law. 

The  question  then  centers  around  the 
California  1.5  gm/mi  NOx  requirement. 
The  record  reveals  that  no  manufacturer 
disputed  the  fact  that  1.5  gm/ml  NOx 
could  be  met.  The  problem  was  meeting 
it  together  with  the  other  standards. 
General  Motors  testified  that  both  the 
.41  gm/mi  HC  and  the  1.5  gm/mi  NOx 
standards  could  be  met  through  system 
optimization  (i.e.,  achieving  the  proper 
balance  between  exhaust  gas  recircula¬ 
tion  (EGR) .  spark  advance  and  fuel/air 
ratio).  Some  manufacturers  Indicated, 
with  lesser  degrees  of  certainty,  that  they 
would  employ  similar  system  changes  in¬ 
volving  reoptimized  EGR.  sp>ark  control 
and  air/fuel  ratio  to  certify  their  ve¬ 
hicles  to  these  standards.  Other  manu¬ 
facturers  indicated  that  systems  utilizing 
start  catalysts  or  three-way  catalysts  are 
under  consideration.  Ford  did  express 
concern  that  there  may  not  be  sufficient 
time  remaining  to  perform  the  required 
recalibrations  and  still  certify  in  time 
for  the  normal  introduction  date.  How¬ 
ever,  they  did  not  say  that  such  recali¬ 
brations  were  not  technically  feasible. 

On  this  record,  and  against  the  back¬ 
ground  of  our  suspension  hearings.  I 
cannot  conclude  that  the  C^alifomla 
standards  cannot  be  met.  I  am  strength¬ 
ened  in  this  conclusion  by  two  subsid¬ 
iary  factors. 

(i)  “Basic  demand”  can  be  met  more 
easily  in  California,  because  Califomia 
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sales  comprise  but  10  percent  of  the  na¬ 
tional  total  and  thus  there  exists  trreater 
ix>tenttal  lor  “model  switching.”  That  Is, 
there  Is  a  high  probability  that  at  least 
one  model  of  one  manufacturer’s  prod¬ 
uct  line  for  each  class  of  vehicle  will  be 
certified  at  the  California  standards. 
Since  California’s  share  of  the  national 
market  Is  limited,  manufacturers  of  cer¬ 
tified  vehicles  will  in  all  probability  have 
enough  production  capacity  available  to 
satisfy  California  consumer  demand  for 
that  class.  Manufacturers  of  correspond¬ 
ing  models  which  could  not  meet  the 
California  standards  would  then  sell  a 
higher  percentage  of  their  vehicles  in  the 
other  49  states  because  of  the  Increased 
demand  caused  by  the  cars  switched  to 
California.  (I  am  not  deciding  here  that 
the  “basic  demand”  test,  as  set  out  In  the 
“International  Harvester”  decision,  is  ap¬ 
plicable  in  the  case  of  California  waiver. 
However,  I  do  believe  that  If  the  test 
were  to  applied,  it  would  not  be  appli¬ 
cable  to  its  fullest  stringency  due  to  the 
degree  of  discretion  given  to  California 
in  policy  areas,  us  discussed  in  the  “Legal 
Criteria"  section  above.) 

(li)  The  lead  time  restrictions  are  not 
necessarily  as  severe  as  the  manufac- 
tiuers  stated,  for  under  California  law, 
manufaw^turers  may  delay  the  introduc¬ 
tion  of  1977  model  year  vehicles  until 
January  1,  1977.  'This  could  provide  up 
to  an  additional  four  months  of  lead 
time,  depending  on  presently  planned  in¬ 
troduction  dates,  in  which  to  complete 
the  certification  procedures. 

5.  ’The  hearing  record  allows  several 
other  findings  which,  while  not  con¬ 
trolling  in  this  decision,  do  show  some 
of  its  probable  effects  and  therefore  are 
included  for  informational  purposes. 

(i)  According  to  the  manufactmers’ 
testimony,  1977  California  cars  can  be 
expected  to  have  Increased  initial  and 
catalyst  replskcement  costs  over  the  1975 
Cadifomia  cars  of  from  $65  to  $275,  de¬ 
pending  on  manufacturer  and  model. 

(ii)  The  manufacturers  also  claimed 
that  1977  California  cars  can  also  be  ex¬ 
pected  to  achieve  from  8  percent  to  24 
percent  poorer  fuel  economy  than  the 
comparable  1975  versions. 

(iii)  Most,  if  not  all  manufacturers  in¬ 
dicated  that  they  will  market  a  more 
restricted  model  line  in  California  in  1977 
than  they  presently  can  provide  for  the 
1975  model  year. 

(Iv)  Most  manufacturers  believe  that 
the  system  changes  necessary  to  meet 
the  1977  California  standards  will  result 
in  poorer  driveability. 

(v)  Representatives  of  the  California 
automobile  dealers  believed  that  their 
business  would  suffer  substantially  as  a 
result  of  a  waiver.  They  felt  that,  because 
of  increased  cost,  restricted  product  of¬ 
fering,  and  reduced  performance  and  fuel 
economy,  potential  customers  will  be  in¬ 
clined  to  either  purchase  their  1977  ve¬ 
hicles  in  other  states,  or  forego  a  pur¬ 
chase  entirely  and  retain  their  older 
models. 

IV  Decision.  Based  upon  the  above 
stated  findings,  I  hereby  waive  the  ap¬ 
plication  of  section  209(a)  to  the  State 
of  California  with  respect  to  the  follow¬ 


ing  identified  State  standards  and  test 
procedures,  insofar  as  they  apply  to  the 
1977  and  subsequent  mod^  years. 

1.  Section  1955.1,  ’ntle  13.  Cailfomla 
Administrative  Code,  as  amended 
March  17,  1975,  entitled  “Exhaust  Emla- 
sion  Standards  and  Test  Procedures — 

1975  and  Subsequent  Model-Year  Pas¬ 
senger  Cars”:  and 

2.  Section  2054,  ’Title  13,  California  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Code,  as  amended  Decem¬ 
ber  11,  1974.  entitled  “Assembly -Line  or 
Pre-Delivery  Test  Procedures — 1976  and 
Subsequent  Model-Year  Gasoline-Pow¬ 
ered  Passenger  Cars  and  Light  Duty 
Trucks”. 

In  addition,  I  have  made  the  following 
determinations  with  respect  to  other  Is¬ 
sues  involving  a  California  waiver  ques¬ 
tion: 

1.  ’The  waiver  previously  granted  for 

1976  model  year  light  duty  trucks  (38  PR 
30136,  November  1,  1973)  Is  deemed  to 
extend  to  1977  and  subsequent  model 
years  Inasmuch  as  the  California  1976 
and  1977  standards  are  identical; 

2.  ’The  waiver  previously  granted  for 
the  Califomla  assembly-line  test  proce¬ 
dures,  as  they  apply  to  the  1975  model 
year  (38  PR  10317,  April  26,  1973)  is 
deemed  to  extend  to  the  1976  model  year, 
inasmuch  as  the  1975  and  1976  California 
standards  are  identical; 

3.  ’The  waiver  previously  granted  for 
the  original  1975  California  heavy  duty 
engine  standards  (36  PR  8172,  April  30, 
1971)  is  deemed  to  extend  to  the  1977 
model  year.  Inasmuch  as  the  1975  and 

1977  standards  are  identical;  and 

4.  ’The  waiver  referred  to  in  3.  Is 
deemed  to  extend  to  the  alternative  set 
of  heavy  duty  engine  standards  of  1.0 
HC,  25  CO  and  7.5  NO.,  all  in  grams  per 
brake  horsepower-hour,  for  which  waiver 
was  requested  on  April  25, 1975,  inasmuch 
as  we  find  those  standards  to  be  more 
stringent  than  the  comparable  Federal 
standards. 

Copies  of  the  above  standards  and  pro¬ 
cedures  are  available  for  inspection  at 
the  Freedom  of  Information  Center, 
Room  207,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  401  M  Street,  SW.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20460.  (Copies  of  the  ^andards  and 
procedures  may  also  be  obtained  from 
the  (California  Air  Resources  Board,  1025 
P  Street,  Sacramento,  (Califomla  95814. 

Dated:  May  20, 1975. 

Rossixl  E.  ’Train, 
Administrator. 

(FR  r)oc.75-13752  Filed  5-B7-76;8;45  amj 
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EDWARDS  AQUIf^ER,  SAN  ANTONIO, 
TEXAS 

Public  Hearing 

On  Thursday,  March  6,  1975  there  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (40 
PR  10514)  a  notice  that  a  petition  had 
been  received  pursuant  to  section  1424 
(e)  of  the  Public  Health  Service  Act,  as 
amended  by  the  Safe  Drinking  Water 
Act,  Pub.  L.  93-523.  The  petition  re¬ 
quested  the  Administrator  of  the  Envi¬ 


ronmental  Protection  Agency  to  (ieter- 
mine  that  the  Edwards  Aquifer  U  the 
sole  or  principal  source  of  drinking  water 
for  the  San  Antonio,  Texas  area  which, 
if  contaminated,  would  create  a  signifi¬ 
cant  hazard  to  pubUc  health.  Publie 
comments,  data,  and  references  to  rele¬ 
vant  sources  of  infmtnation  were  re¬ 
quested  to  be  sulnnltted  not  later  than 
May  5.  1975.  ’The  Agency  indicated  that 
it  would  consido:  holding  a  public  hear¬ 
ing  if  there  were  significant  public  in¬ 
terest  in  such  a  hearing. 

Since  the  publication  of  that  notice, 
requests  for  a  public  hearing  have  been 
received,  including  a  request  from  the 
Attorney  General  of  the  State  of  ’Texas. 
The  Agency  believes  that  there  is  sig¬ 
nificant  public  interest,  and  accordlnglr 
will  hold  a  public  hearing  to  ccHisider 
whether  or  not  the  Administrator  should 
make  the  requested  determination.  The 
hearing  will  be  held  at  the  following 
time,  date  and  location: 

June  4, 1975,  Mission  Room 

9:30  a.m.,  C.d.t.  San  Antonio  Conven¬ 

tion  Center 
Hemlslalr  Orounds 
San  Antonio,  Texas 

Persons  who  wish  to  make  statements 
at  this  hearing  are  urged  to  submit  three 
written  copies  of  their  remarks  at  the 
time  they  are  presented  for  inclusion 
in  the  record. 

In  order  to  ensure  that  all  interested 
persons,  including  those  who  wish  te 
appear  at  the  hearing,  have  a  full  op¬ 
portunity  to  present  views  and  informa¬ 
tion.  and  to  ensure  as  complete  a  record 
as  possible,  the  Agency  hereby  ext^ds 
the  final  date  for  the  submission  at 
written  comments  until  June  18,  1975. 

Dated:  May  23, 1975. 

CTharles  L.  Elkins, 
Acting  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Water  and  Hazardous  Ma¬ 
terials. 

(FR  DOC.75-1893S  Filed  5-27-75;«:46  xm] 


fFBL  874-7] 

IDENTIFICATION  OF  PRODUCTS  AS 
MAJOR  SOURCES  OF  NOISE 

Report ' 

’The  Noise  Ckmtrol  Act  of  1972  (Pub.  L. 
92-574.  86  Stat.  1234)  estabUshed,  by 
statutory  mandate,  a  natUmal  policy  “to 
promote  an  envircHunent  for  all  Amer¬ 
icans  free  from  noise  that  jeopardizes 
their  health  and  welfare.”  ’The  Act  pro¬ 
vides  for  a  division  of  powers  between  the 
Federal  and  state  and  local  govern¬ 
ments  in  which  the  primary  Federal  re¬ 
sponsibility  is  for  noise  source  emissioii 
control.  The  states  and  other  political 
subdivisions  retain  rights  and  authori¬ 
ties  to  establish  and  enforce  controls  on 
environmental  noise  through  Ifcensixc;, 
regulation,  or  restriction  of  the  use.  <9- 
eration,  or  movement  of  noise  sources 
and  on  the  levels  of  noise  permitted  in 
their  environments.  As  specified  in  tke 
Noise  Control  Act  of  1972.  the  first  st^ 
toward  promulgation  of  noise  standards 
for  new  products  is  identificatloa  of  those 
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products  that  are  major  sources  of  noise. 
Section  5(b)  of  the  Act  provides  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

“The  Administrator  shall,  after  con¬ 
sultation  with  appropriate  Federal  agen¬ 
cies,  compile  and  publish  a  report  or 
series  of  reports  (1)  identifying  products 
(or  classes  of  products)  which  in  his 
judgment  are  major  sources  of  noise,  and 
(2)  giving  information  on  techniques  for 
control  of  noise  from  such  products,  in¬ 
cluding  available  data  on  the  technology, 
costs,  and  alternate  methods  of  noise 
control.  The  first  such  report  shall  be 
published  not  later  than  eighteen  months 
after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  Act." 

Section  6(a)  (1)  (C)  sets  out  four  cate¬ 
gories  of  products  that  must  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  the  Administrator  for  noise  regu¬ 
lation. 

1.  Construction  equipment. 

2.  Tranqjortation  equipment  (Including 
recreational  vehicles  and  related  equipment) . 

3.  Any  motor  or  engine  (Including  any 
equipment  of  which  an  engine  or  a  motor  is 
an  Integral  part) . 

4.  Electrical  ch'  electronic  equipment. 

On  June  21,  1974  (39  FR  22297),  the 
Administrator  published  the  first  report 
under  section  5(b)  Identifying  two  prod¬ 
ucts  as  major  sources  of  noise:  Medium 
and  heavy  duty  trucks  and  portable  air 
compressors.  Proposed  regulations  have 
been  published  that  would  provide  for 
the  control  of  noise  produced  by  these 
products.  That  report  also  listed  a  num¬ 
ber  of  other  candidates  for  possible 
future  Identification. 

Approach  used  to  assess  environmental 
impact.  To  accomplish  the  broad  Intent 
td  the  Noise  Control  Act  of  1972,  the 
EPA  has  developed  an  overall  framework 
for  assessing  the  environmental  impcuit 
of  all  the  sources  erf  environmental  noise. 
The  first  step  of  this  development  was  the 
Title  IV  report  (“Report  to  the  President 
and  Congress  on  Noise,”  Doc.  No.  92-63, 
92nd  Congress  2nd  Session,  February 
1972),  which  provided  an  initial  data 
base  on  noise  reduction  technology  ap¬ 
propriate  to  various  product  t3rpes,  en¬ 
vironmental  noise  levels,  and  criteria  re¬ 
lated  to  public  health  and  welfare.  The 
second  step  was  the  publication  of  the 
“CMteria  Document”  (“Public  Health 
and  Welfare  CJriteria  for  Noise,”  EPA, 
July  27, 1973)  as  required  by  section  5(a) 
<1)  of  the  Noise  Control  Act  of  1972.  The 
ttilrd  step  was  the  publication  of  the 
“Levels  Document”  (“Information  on 
Levels  of  Envlronemntal  Noise  Requisite 
to  Protect  Public  Health  and  Welfare 
with  an  Adequate  Margin  of  Safety,” 
KPA,  March  1974)  as  required  by  section 
5(a)(2). 

The  levels  identified  in  the  “Levels 
Dociiment”  are  baseline  target  goals 
based  on  the  risks  to  public  health  and 
welfare  from  noise  pollution  without  re¬ 
gard  for  cost  or  technical  feasibility.  To 
Identify  the  levels.  EPA  selected  two 
cumulative  energy  measures  for  quanti¬ 
fying  noise  expKjsures  that  can  be  related 
to  human  res)X)nse. 

1.  Lequ  the  A-welghted  equivalent  sound 
level  (the  source  level  In  dBA  conveying  Ute 
same  sound  energy  as  the  actual  time-varying 
sound  during  a  given  period)  was  selected  as 


a  descriptor  of  noise  relative  to  long-term 
hazard  to  hearing. 

a.  Ldn,  the  day-nlgbt  sound  level  (the  34 
hour  Leq  with  a  10  dBA  penalty  iq>plled  to 
the  i>erlod  from  10  pm.  to  7  am.)  was 
selected  as  a  descriptw  of  noise  relative  to 
Interference  with  human  activities,  eg., 
speech  communication,  sleep,  and  other  fac¬ 
tors  that  may  lead  to  annoyance. 

An  abbreviated  summary  of  the  identi¬ 
fied  levels  is  given  in  Table  1. 

Tabu  1.— JVd<M  Uveli  protective  of  health  and  Kelfare 


Human  response  Leq  Ldn 


Hearing  loss  (8  hr) _ _ _  75 - ; 

Hearing  loss  (24  hr) _  70  . . 

Outdoor  interference  and  annoyance - -  55 

Indoor  interference  and  annoyance... . .  45 


Analytic  procedures.  The  impact  of  an 
environmental  noise  has  two  basic  di¬ 
mensions:  extensity  and  intensity.  Ex¬ 
tensity  of  impact  is  measured  in  terms 
of  the  numbers  of  people  impacted  re¬ 
gardless  of  the  severity  of  the  impact. 
Intensity,  or  severity,  of  an  individual’s 
Impact  is  measured  in  terms  of  the  level 
of  the  environmental  noise. 

For  analytic  purposes,  it  is  desirable  to 
have  a  single  number  representing  the 
magnitude  of  the  total  noise  impact  in 
terms  of  both  extensity  and  intensity  in 
a  specific  environmental  situation.  With 
a  single  noise  impact  scale,  changes  in 
impact  can  be  evaluated  in  terms  of 
simple  percentage  changes  from  the  ini¬ 
tial  value.  This  need  led  to  the  use  by 
EPA  of  the  Equivalent  Noise  Impact 
Analysis  Method.  An  example  showing 
the  nature  and  use  of  the  method  is 
EPA’s  “Project  Report,  Noise  Standards 
for  Civil  Subsonic  Turbojet  Engine-Pow¬ 
ered  Airplanes  (Retrofit  and  Fleet  Notee 
Level)”,  16  December  1974,  obtainsdrfe 
from  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  Office  of  Noise  Abatement  and 
Control,  1921  Jefferson  Davis  Highway, 
Arlington,  Va.  20460.  In  this  method,  the 
intensity  of  an  environmental  noise  im¬ 
pact  at  a  specific  l<x».tion  is  character¬ 
ized  by  the  Fractional  Impact  (FT) . 

The  fractional  impact  of  a  noise  en¬ 
vironment  on  an  individual  as  used  by 
EPA  is  proportional  to  the  amount  (in 
decibels)  that  the  noise  level  exceeds  the 
appropriate  level  Identified  in  the  “Lev¬ 
els  Document”  as  shown  in  Table  1.  The 
fractional  Impact  is  zero  when  the  noise 
level  is  at  or  below  the  identified  level. 
The  fractional  Impact  rises  to  1.0  at  20 
decibels  above  the  Identified  level  and 
can  exceed  unity  in  situations  in  which 
the  noise  level  exceeds  20  decibels  above 
the  identified  level.  The  range  from  zero 
to  20  decibels  above  the  criterion  level 
represents  the  range  between  those  noise 
levels  that  are  totally  acceptable  and 
those  noise  levels  that  are  totaUy  imac- 
ceptable  to  the  individual  in  terms  of 
annoyance  response  and  speech  inter¬ 
ference.  The  total  Equivalent  Noise  Im¬ 
pact  (END  is  then  determined  by  sum¬ 
ming  the  individual  fractional  Impacts 
for  all  people  affected  by  the  environ¬ 
ment.  In  this  counting,  then,  two  people 
exposed  to  10  decibels  above  the  identi¬ 
fied  level  (fractional  impact  =  0.5)  would 


be  equivalent  to  one  person  exposed  to 
20  decibels  above  the  Identified  level 
(fractional  Impact  =  1.0).  The  FINI  can 
thus  be  considered  as  the  equivalent 
number  of  people  100  percent  impacted 
by  the  noise  environment. 

To  determine  which  sources  ought  to 
be  identified  for  regulation,  EPA  con¬ 
siders  their  fractionally  weighted  noise 
impact.  This  measure  Includes  both  the 
Intensity  (loudness)  and  extensity  (pop¬ 
ulation  affected)  of  noise  source  Impact. 
Nevertheless,  it  cannot  completely  sup¬ 
plant  the  Administrator’s  judgment  as 
to  an  appropriate  sequence  of  noise 
source  regulation.  In  addition,  other  fac¬ 
tors  such  as  necessary  lead  time  for 
development  of  a  regulation,  voluntary 
industry  noise  standards,  interrelation¬ 
ship  of  regulations,  and  relative  avail¬ 
ability  of  data  can  affect  the  sequence  of 
identification. 

Candidates  for  major  noise  sources. 
The  noise  impact  method  has  been  ap¬ 
plied  in  analyses  using  available  noise 
data  on  products  and  classes  of  products 
distributed  in  commerce,  population  ex¬ 
posure  data  in  various  locations,  and 
“Levels  Document”  criteria  to  develop 
a  list  of  prixluct  types  for  possible  con¬ 
sideration  for  regulatory  action.  This  list 
is  refiected  in  Table  2.  In  appljring  judg¬ 
ment,  as  prescribed  in  section  5(b)  of 
the  Act,  as  to  which  of  these  product 
types  warrant  Identification  as  major 
sources  of  noise,  those  candidates  havtog 
cumulative  noise  levels  in  normal  use 
contributing  to  environmental  noise 
levels  in  excess  of  “Levels  Document” 
criteria  are  considered  major  noise 
source  candidates.  Using  the  fractional 
noise  impact  technique  and  available 
data,  farther  consideration  is  given  to 
those  candidates  contributing  the  great¬ 
est  impact.  Both  the  coatiibution  to  out¬ 
door  envlrontnental  noise  and  the  impact 
on  passengers  and  opetators  are  Included 
in  the  analysis. 

Table  2 — Possxbls  Candidates  ros 
Noisb  Sources 

surface  transportation 

Automobiles  (Including  sports  ears,  com¬ 
pacts,  and  stemdard  passenger  cars) 

Buses 

Medium  and  Heavy  Duty  Trucks  (already 

Identified) 

Light  Trucks 
Motorcycles 
Railroad  locomotives 
Rapid  TTanslt-rall 

Special  auxiliary  equipment  on  trucks 
■nres 

AIR  TRANSPORTATION  (NOT  CANDIDATSS  FOB 
SECTITON  a  RXOULATION 

Business  jet  aircraft 
Commercial  subsonic  jet  ahuraft 
Commercial  supersonic  jet  aircraft 
Helicopters 

Propeller  driven  small  alrphuies 
Short  haul  aircraft. 

coNSTRucnoN/iNBusTRiAL  BQuxpiaaFr 

Air  oompreeeors  (already  Identified) 

Backhoee 
Chain  saws 
Concrete  vibrators 
Cranes,  derrick 
Cranee,  mobile 
Dozms  (track  and  wheal) 
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Engine  driven  InduetrUd  equlpount 

Generators 

Graders 

iKMUlers  (track  and  wheel) 

Mixers 

Pavement  breakers 

Pavers 

Pile  drivers 

Pneumatic  and  hydraulic  tools 

Power  saws 

Pumps 

Rock  drills 

Rollers 

Scrapers 

Shovels 

KECREATIOIVAL  VERICLBS 

Snowmobiles 

Motorboats 

OlTroad  motorcycles  (Including  minicycles) 
Other  off  highway  vehicles 

LAWN  CAU 

Edgers 

Garden  tractors 

Hedge  clippers 

Home  tractors 

Lawn  mowers 

Snow  and  leaf  blowers 

Tillers 

Trinuners 

HOnSEHom  APPLIANCES 

Air  conditioners 

Clothes  dryers 

Clothes  washers 

Dehumldlffers 

Dishwashers 

Electric  can  openers 

Electric  heaters 

Electric  knives 

Electric  knife  sharpeners 

Electric  shavers 

Electric  toothbrushes 

Exhaust  fans 

Floor  fans 

Pood  blenders 

Food  disposals  (grinders) 

Food  mixers 

Froeaers 

Hair  clippers 

Hair  dryers 

Home  shop  tools 

Humidifiers 

Refrigerators 

Sewing  machines 

Sllde/movie  projectors 

Vacuum  cleatrers 

Window  fans 

Identification  of  major  noise  sources. 
EPA  hereby  Identifies  the  following  prod¬ 
ucts  as  major  sources  of  noise  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  section  5(b)  of  the  Noise  Con¬ 
trol  Act  of  1972:  motorcycles,  buses, 
wheel  and  track  loaders  and  wheel  and 
track  dozers  (earth  moving  equipment), 
truck  transport  refrigeration  units,  and 
truck -mounted  solid  waste  compactors 
(special  auxiliary  equipment  on  trucks) . 
Additional  information,  as  prescribed  in 
section  5(b)  (2)  of  the  Act,  will  be  pub¬ 
lished  in  advance  of  rulemaking.  For  the 
products  Identified,  this  will  include  in¬ 
formation  on  techniques  for  control  of 
noise,  available  data  on  technology,  costs, 
and  alternate  methods  of  noise  control. 

Motorcycles,  buses,  wheel  and  track 
loaders  and  wheel  and  track  dozers  con¬ 
tribute  significant  impacts  to  outdoor  en¬ 
vironmental  noise  and  on  passengers/ 
operators.  Identification  of  special  pur¬ 
pose  truck  equipment,  such  as  transport 
refrigeration  units  and  solid  waste  com¬ 
pactor  units,  provides  for  noise  control 


standards  consistent  with  standards  al¬ 
ready  iHt>po6ed  for  new  medium  and 
heavy  duty  trucks.  It  is  recognized  that 
the  noise  impact  from  such  special  pur¬ 
pose  equipment  alone  is  of  a  lower  order 
of  magnitude.  However,  in  view  of  the 
actions  already  taken  to  control  noise 
emissions  from  medium  and  heavy  duty 
trucks,  control  of  these  sources  is  re¬ 
quired  to  avoid  reducing  the  effectiveness 
of  those  regulations. 

In  the  development  of  regulations  for 
those  products  Identified  as  major 
sources  of  noise,  possible  labeling  require¬ 
ments  will  be  examined  as  well  as  noise 
control  standards. 

EPA  will  be  selecting  other  products 
for  future  identification  from  among  the 
large  niunber  of  possible  candidates 
listed  in  Table  2.  The  order  in  which  they 
are  identified  will  depend  upon  the  vari¬ 
ous  considerations  discuss^  above,  of 
which  fractional  noise  impact  is  the  ma¬ 
jor,  but  not  exclusive,  consideration. 
Automobiles  and  snowmobiles  are  cur¬ 
rently  under  study.  The  size  and  com¬ 
plexity  of  the  automotive  industry  and 
the  extensive  effort  necessary  to  ade¬ 
quately  evaluate  cost  and  available  tech¬ 
nology  make  immediate  regulation  of  au¬ 
tomobile  noise  impossible.  The  EPA  judg¬ 
ment  to  temporarily  defer  identification 
of  snowmobiles  takes  into  account  con¬ 
sideration  of  voluntary  standards  being 
develoi>ed  by  the  snowmobile  industry. 
Major  progress  has  been  made  in  that 
regard,  and  continuing  action  is  under¬ 
way.  EIPA  is  in  the  process  of  evaluating 
this  voluntary  industry  effort.  In  so  do¬ 
ing,  EPA  is  taking  into  account  the  fact 
that  much  of  the  noise  impact  associated 
with  snowmobiles  affects  operators  and 
passengers  in  recreational  and  other  vol- 
tintary  activities.  EPA  also  is  developing 
information  on  the  need  for  labeling  of 
snowmobiles  under  section  8  of  the  Act, 
working  in  conjunction  with  the  Con- 
siuner  Product  Safety  Commission. 

EPA  also  Intends  to  study  during  Fiscal 
Year  1976  light  trucks,  motorboats,  chain 
saws,  tires,  imeumatic  and  hydraulic 
tools,  pile  drivers,  lawn  care  equipment, 
and  other  special  auxiliary  equipment  on 
trucks  for  possible  future  identification. 

This  report  is  issued  imder  the  author¬ 
ity  of  the  Noise  Control  Act  of  1972,  sec¬ 
tion  5(b)(1),  86  Stat.  1236  (42  U.S.C. 
49(H(b)(l)). 

Dated:  May  20. 1975. 

Russell  E.  Teaih, 
Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.76-13758  FUed  6-27-78:8:45  am] 


[FRL  370-81 

MUNICIPAL  WASTE  TREATMENT  GRANTS 

Public  Hearings  on  Potential  Legislative 
Amendments  to  the  Federal  Water  Pol¬ 
lution  Control  Act 

Notice  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  May  2.  1975,  (40  FR  19236), 
of  a  series  of  four  public  hearings  to  dis¬ 
cuss  possible  Administration  proposals 
to  amend  the  Federal  Water  Pollution 
Coiitr(ri  Act  Amendments  of  1972,  83 
UJS.C.  1251  et  seq. 


The  notice  indicated  that  five  pap^ 
would  be  prepared  for  public  review  prior 
to  the  public  meetings.  These  papers  are 
presented  here  with  the  intent  that  they 
assist  in  focussing  discussion  at  the 
meetings.  The  papers  do  not  encompass 
all  the  points  that  might  be  made  on 
these  candidate  proposals  and  are  not 
meant  to  confine  the  dlscusskm. 

Several  background  ix>ints  should  be 
considered  when  reviewing  each  of  the 
five  papers. 

Papers  1.2.  3.  These  papers  discuss  pos¬ 
sible  modifications  to  the  present  provi¬ 
sions  of  Title  II  of  the  Act  which  au¬ 
thorizes  the  construction  grants  pro¬ 
gram.  They  were  developed  after  the  1974 
Survey  of  State  Needs  indicated  that  ap¬ 
proximately  $350  billion  in  municipal  fa¬ 
cility  construction  is  needed  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  the  Act.  The  magnitude 
of  this  indicated  need  appears  to  be  be¬ 
yond  the  funding  capability  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  budget,  and  proposals  have  been 
made  to  selectively  reduce  the  need  for 
Federal  funds,  without  negating  the 
major  water  quality  objectives  of  the  Act. 
These  papers,  in  a  summary  fashion,  pre¬ 
sent  these  proposals.  These  proposals 
have  been  previously  discussed,  in  a  pre¬ 
liminary  way.  with  selected  groups  with 
whom  the  Agency  frequently  meets  to 
discuss  the  implementation  of  the  Act. 

A  groundrule  observed  in  preparing 
these  discussion  papers  has  been  that 
none  of  the  proposals  would  retroactively 
apply  to  the  $18  billion  presently  author- 
i^d  and  allotted. 

Paper  4.  This  pai>er  discusses  a  pro¬ 
posed  extension  of  the  July  1977  date 
for  compliance  by  municipal  dischargers 
with  the  secondary  treatment  require¬ 
ment  established  by  section  301(b)(1) 
(B)  of  the  Act.  This  proposal  has  been 
suggested  previously  and  discussed  with 
representatives  of  State  agencies  and 
several  public  groups. 

Paper  5.  This  paper  discusses  a  pro¬ 
posed  amendm^t  to  the  Act  to  author¬ 
ize  an  increased  delegation  of  respon¬ 
sibility  to  the  States  for  managing  the 
construction  grants  program.  Amend¬ 
ments  to  achieve  this  objective  have  been 
introduced  in  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives  as  H.R.  2175  and  H.R.  6991  which 
are  identical  bills.  EPA  has  generally  en¬ 
dorsed  these  Amendments. 

Dated:  May  22. 1975. 

Eh>wiH  L.  Johnson, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Water  and  Hazardous  Materials. 

Paper  No.  1 — Reduction  or  the  Federal 
Share 

Statement  of  Issue.  This  paper  deals 
with  the  issue  of  whether  Pub.  L.  92-500 
should  be  amended  to  reduce  the  Federal 
share  for  construction  grants  from  the 
current  level  of  75  percent  to  a  level  as 
low  as  55  percent. 

The  objectives  of  such  an  amendment 
would  be  twofold.  The  first  is  to  permit 
the  limited  funding  available  to  go  fur¬ 
ther  in  assisting  needed  projects.  The 
second  objective  is  to  encourage  greater 
accountability  for  cost  effective  design 
and  project  management  on  the  part  at 
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the  grantee  by  virtue  of  his  greater  in¬ 
vestment  in  the  project. 

BACKGROUND 

statutory  Referenoe,  Section  202(a) 
of  Pub.  L.  92-500  sets  the  current  Federal 
grant  ^are  at  75  percent.  Under  legis¬ 
lation  In  effect  from  1966  to  1972,  the 
Federal  grant  share  ranged  from  30  to 
65  percent.  From  1956  to  1966,  the  Fed¬ 
eral  share  was  30  percent,  with  restric¬ 
tions  that  effectively  reduced  the  grant 
share  for  large  projects  to  less  than  30 
percent. 

1974  Needs  Survey.  The  recently  com¬ 
pleted  1974  Needs  Survey  reports  total 
needs  of  $342  billion  for  facilities  eligible 
for  construction  grants  under  Pub.  L.  92- 
500.  At  a  75  percent  Federal  Aare,  these 
needs.  If  satisfied,  would  require  almost 
$260  billion  In  Federal  funding.  The  most 
critical  categories  reported  in  the  Sur¬ 
vey — secondary  taeatment,  advanced 
treatment,  and  interceptor  sewers — need 
over  $46  billion,  which  would  require 
Federal  funding  of  nearly  $35  blUlon. 
The  question  Is  raised  as  to  whether  these 
needs — ^the  total  amount  or  even  the 
amount  for  the  critical  categories — can 
be  accommodated  in  the  Federal  budget 
In  time  to  meet  the  1977  and  1983  munic¬ 
ipal  pollution  control  requirements  of 
Pub.  L.  92-600. 

Incentives.  It  has  been  traditionally 
held  that  a  community’s  incentives  for 
building  treatment  plants  are  relatively 
low  because  the  primary  beneficiary  is 
not  the  community  Itself  but,  instead, 
downstream  communities.  More  recently, 
the  environmental  ethic  and  the  enforce¬ 
able  effluent  standards  issued  under  Pub. 
L.  92-500  appear  to  have  significantly 
strengthened  these  incentives.  A  com¬ 
munity  has  traditionally  had  more  in¬ 
centive  to  build  collection  and  interceptor 
sewers,  since  the  beneficiaries  reside 
within  the  community.  In  considering 
these  factors,  a  reduction  of  the  Federal 
grant  share  would  reduce  incentives  to 
construct  needed  facilities.  However, 
there  is  no  way  of  quantifying  this  effect, 
especially  because  of  the  short  history  of 
municipal  effluent  standards. 

Increased  Local  Share.  Reduction  of 
the  Federal  share  will  require  an  in¬ 
crease  in  local  or  State  funding.  With 
recent  changes  in  the  economy,  includ¬ 
ing  both  Infiation  and  recession,  it  is  not 
possible  to  predict  the  effect  of  a  reduced 
Federal  share  on  local  financing  capa¬ 
bilities. 

ISSUES  TO  BE  DISCUSSED 

The  following  questions  will  be  dis¬ 
cussed  in  the  public  hearings; 

1.  Would  a  reduced  Federal  share  inhibit 
or  delay  the  construction  if  needed  facilities? 

3.  Would  the  States  have  the  interest  and 
capckdty  to  assume,  through  State  grant  or 
k>an  programs  a  larger  portion  of  the  finan¬ 
cial  burden  of  the  program? 

8.  Would  communities  have  difiBculty  in 
raising  additional  funds  in  capital  markets 
for  a  larger  portion  of  the  program? 

4.  Would  the  reduced  Federal  share  lead  to 
greater  acoountabUity  on  the  part  of  the 
grantee  tor  cost  effective  design,  project  man- 
agttnent,  and  postoonstructlon  (deration  and 
maintenance? 


6.  Whet  Impact  would  a  reduced  Fedeial 
share  have  on  water  quality  and  on  meeting 
the  goals  of  Pub.  L.  93-600? 

Paper  No.  2 — Limiting  Federal  Funding 

OP  Reserve  Capacity  To  Serve  Pro¬ 
jected  Growth 

Statement  of  issue.  This  paper  deals 
with  the  issue  of  whether  Pub.  L.  92-600 
should  be  amended  to  limit  the  amount 
of  reserve  capacity  of  facilities  that 
would  be  eligible  for  construction  grant 
assistance.  Reserve  capacity  is  defined 
as  that  portion  of  the  capacity  of  sewers, 
treatment  plants,  and  other  facilities 
designed  to  serve  future  population,  in¬ 
dustrial,  and  commercial  growth.  Under 
a  proposed  amendment,  eligible  reserve 
capacity  could  range  from  zero  to  some 
specified  finite  value  such  as  that 
needed  to  serve  10  or  20  years  of  esti¬ 
mated  growth.  A  zero  limit  would  pro¬ 
hibit  Federal  funding  of  reserve  capacity 
to  serve  growth  occurring  after  con¬ 
struction  of  the  facilities  is  completed. 
A  10-  and  20-year  hralt  would  permit 
Federal  fimding  of  reeerve  capacity  to 
serve  10  years  of  growth  for  treatment 
plants  and  20  years  for  sewers. 

The  limiting  of  eligibility  for  reserve 
capacity  is  not  intended  to  preclude  the 
cost-effective  sizing  and  design  of  the 
facilities.  The  grantee  would  be  permitted 
and,  in  fact,  encouraged  to  provide  cost 
effective  reserve  capacity,  but  he  would 
be  required  to  fund  100  percent  of  this 
capacity. 

The  objectives  to  be  achieved  by  limit¬ 
ing  eligibility  for  reserve  capacity  are 
twofold.  The  first  objective  is  to  permit 
limited  Federal  authorizations  for  the 
construction  grant  program  to  go  fur¬ 
ther  in  funding  the  backlog  of  projects. 
The  estimates  in  the  recently  completed 
1974  Needs  Survey  appear  to  exceed  any 
reasonable  capacity  for  funding  within 
the  Federal  budgets  for  the  next  several 
years.  The  second  objective  is  to  induce 
more  careful  sizing  and  design  of  capac¬ 
ity  to  serve  future  growth;  this  will  al¬ 
leviate  tendencies  to  provide  excessive 
growth-related  reserve  capacity  and  re¬ 
duce  the  secondary  environmental  im¬ 
pacts  of  growth  that  could  result  from 
such  capacity. 

BACKGROUND 

statutory  References.  Section  204(a) 
(5)  of  Pub.  L.  92-500  specifically  author¬ 
izes  Federal  funding  of  reserve  capacity 
in  facilities  eligible  for  construction 
grant  assistance.  This  Section  provides 
that  the  EPA  Administrator  must  deter¬ 
mine  “that  the  size  and  capacity  of  such 
works  relate  directly  to  the  needs  to  be 
served  by  such  works.  Including  sufficient 
reserves  as  a  part  of  the  works  to  be 
capacity  provided  shall  be  approved  by 
the  Administrator  on  the  basis  of  a  com¬ 
parison  of  the  cost  of  constructing  such 
reserves  as  a  part  of  the  works  to  be 
funded  and  the  anticipated  cost  of  pro¬ 
viding  expanded  capacity  at  a  date  when 
such  capacity  will  be  required.” 

Definition.  In  the  broadest  sense,  re¬ 
serve  capacity  includes  several  compo¬ 
nents;  (1)  Capacity  required  to  serve 
estimated  population  growth  within  the 
service  area,  (2)  capacity  to  serve  antic¬ 


ipated  new  Industrial  and  commercial 
sources,  (3)  capacity  required  to  handle, 
fully  or  partially,  wet- weather  flows,  (4) 
capacity  required  to  handle  flows  from 
existing  sources  in  a  service  area  which 
are  not  connected  to  the  system  but  will 
be  connected  during  the  life  of  the  sys¬ 
tem,  (5)  capacity  included  in  the  sys¬ 
tem  as  a  hydraulic  safety  factor  to  ac¬ 
commodate  daily  and  seasonal  fluctua¬ 
tions,  and  (6)  capacity  included  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  projected  increases  in  per  capita 
flow  rat^.  In  this  paper,  reserve  capacity 
Includes  only  components  (1)  and  (2). 

Present  Practice.  Under  current  regu¬ 
lations,  eligible  reserve  capacity  is  de¬ 
termined  on  the  basis  of  cost-effective 
analysis  performed  by  the  grantee  in  the 
Step  I,  facilities  planning  stage  of  the 
grant.  This  analysis  is  reviewed  by  the 
States  and/cn*  EPA  and,  if  it  conforms 
to  good  analytical  practices  as  defined 
by  EPA  guidelines,  the  reserve  capacity 
determined  by  the  analysis  is  found  to 
be  eligible.  Basically,  the  analysis  en¬ 
compasses  a  projection  of  pcHsulatlon,  in¬ 
dustrial.  and  commercial  growth  and  a 
comparison  of  total  present  monetary 
worth  of  various  sizings  of  the  facilities 
designed  to  serve  alternative  periods  of 
growth.  In  addition,  the  nonmonetary 
impacts  (the  seeondary  Impacts  of 
growth)  of  the  alternatives  are  com¬ 
pared. 

The  adequacy  of  the  cost-effective  an¬ 
alysis  varies  from  “rule  of  thumb”  de¬ 
signs  to  fairly  sophisticated  evaluations. 
Generally,  these  analyses  have  resulted 
in  approved  eligible  reserve  capacities  of 
up  to  20  years  for  treatment  plants  and 
30  to  50  years  for  Interceptor  sewers. 

Recent  studies.  Two  recent  studies 
have  addressed  the  problems  associated 
with  current  practices  in  basing  eligible 
reserv’e  capacity  on  cost-effective  an¬ 
alyses.  The  first  is  a  study  on  intercep¬ 
tor  sewers  conducted  for  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality;  This  study  was 
critical  of  EPA’s  present  practice  in  that 
it  occasionally  permits  excessive  re¬ 
serve  capacity  for  interceptors,  which 
facilitates  growth  and  its  attendant 
secondary  environmental  impacts. 

The  second  is  an  impublished  EPA 
study  analyzing  68  treatment  plants  and 
interceptors.  Recent  construction  proj¬ 
ects  which  had  received  Federal  grants 
were  selected  at  random  from  around 
the  country.  Each  project  was  evaluated 
to  determine  the  amount  of  reserve  ca¬ 
pacity  provided.  The  EPA  study  found 
that  reserve  capacity  in  53  treatment 
plants  provided  for  an  average  of  18 
years  of  Increased  flow,  and  reserve  ca¬ 
pacity  in  15  interceptors,  for  47  years  of 
Increased  flow.  There  are  two  partial 
explanations  for  the  large  amount  of  re¬ 
serve  capacity  found  in  this  small  sample 
of  interceptors.  First,  large  economies- 
of-scale  are  realized  in  interceptor  con¬ 
struction — for  example,  a  10  percent  In¬ 
crease  in  capacity  represents  only  a  3  to 
5  percent  increase  in  cost.  SecMid,  tra¬ 
ditional  design  periods  are  very  long, 
usually  about  50  years. 

California  experience.  In  1973,  Cali¬ 
fornia  Instituted  its  own  policies  on  re¬ 
serve  capacity.  The  State  certifies,  as 
eligible,  the  costs  of  treatment  plant 
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capacity  required  to  serve  projected  resi¬ 
dential  and  commercial  flows  within  10 
years  of  commencement  of  construction, 
but  only  industrial  flows  existing  at  the 
commencement  of  construction  are  eli¬ 
gible.  For  interceptors,  outfails.  and 
sewer  lines,  the  cost  of  capacity  for  20 
years  of  growth  is  allowed. 

California’s  system  does  not  limit  the 
amount  of  capacity  which  the  grantee 
may  build,  but  simply  limits  the  capacity 
the  State  will  certify  as  eligible  for  con¬ 
struction  grant  funds.  FV)r  every  grant, 
the  State  Department  of  Finance  and 
the  State  Water  Quality  Control  Board 
determines  the  population  projections 
to  be  used  in  calculating  eligible  reserve 
capacity. 

This  so-called  "10/20'*  program  was 
chosen  by  California  because  it  did  not 
have  enough  construction  funds  to  pro¬ 
vide  grants  for  every  eligible  project. 
The  State  felt  too  much  money  was  be¬ 
ing  used  for  reserve  capacity  to  serve 
population  growth,  thus  delajdng  the 
funding  of  needed  project  and  Inducing 
adverse  environmental  Impacts.  The  plan 
was  the  subject  of  public  hearings  b^ore 
its  enactment. 

One  result  of  California’s  approach 
was  an  increase  In  the  administrative 
task  of  determining  the  eligible  portion 
of  the  total  project  cost.  For  projects 
funded  in  FY  1973  and  1974,  the  SUte 
allocated  costs  between  eligible  and  in¬ 
eligible  portions  on  a  straight-line,  or 
pro  rata  basis.  For  FY  1975  projects,  costs 
are  separated  using  a  marginal  cost,  or 
Incremental  cost  analysis.  The  differ¬ 
ence  between  the  two  types  of  allocation 
is  that  the  Incremental  analysis  reflects 
the  actual  costs  of  reserve  capacity  by 
taking  into  account  v<%conomles-of -scale, 
while  the  pro  rata  system  does  not. 

Reserve  Capacity  Included  in  197 i 
Needs  Survey.  One  of  the  reasons  for 
considering  the  limitation  of  eligibility 
for  reserve  capacity  Is  that  it  cmiserves 
Federal  funds  authorized  for  construc¬ 
tion  grants  and  enables  more,  if  not  all, 
of  these  fimds  to  be  used  to  correct  the 
"backlog"  of  facilities  needs.  To  address 
this  point,  the  recently  completed  1974 
Needs  Survey  was  examined  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  amoimt  of  growth  related  re¬ 
serve  capacity  included  in  future  needs. 
In  Category  I,  secondary  treatment, 
growth  related  reserve  capacity  appears 
to  represent  about  20  percent  of  the 
$12.6  billion  needs  reported  in  the  1974 
Needs  Survey.  For  Category  U.  advanced 
treatment,  the  1974  Needs  Survey  re¬ 
puted  needs  of  $15.7  billion.  At  this 
time  It  is  impossible  to  estimate  what 
portion  of  this  need  is  for  growth,  al¬ 
though  the  ratio  of  growth  to  backlog 
is  probably  rather  small.  It  is  also  difK- 
cult  to  estimate  what  part  of  interceptor 
needs  —  Category  IVB  —  is  for  growth, 
without  making  a  case-by-case  investi¬ 
gation.  However,  on  the  basis  of  a  smsJl 
random  sample  of  interceptors,  growth 
needs  are  estimated  to  represent  from 
30  to  50  percent  of  reported  needs,  which 
the  1974  survey  set  at  $17.9  billion.  In 
sxunmary,  of  the  $46.2  billion  in  needs  re¬ 
ported  for  treatment  plants  and  inter¬ 
ceptors  in  the  1974  Needs  Surveys,  $12 
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billion  or  more  appears  to  represent 
needs  to  serve  popiUation  growth. 

ISSUES  TO  BE  DISCUSSED 

The  public  hearings  will  address  at 
least  the  following  questions  (xi  this  is¬ 
sue  of  limiting  eligibility  for  growth- 
related  reserve  capacity. 

1.  Does  current  practice  lead  to  overdesign 
of  treatment  works?  Studies  suggest  that 
current  practices  permit  substantial  ca¬ 
pacity  to  serve  population  growth.  If  true, 
this  results  in  secondary  environihental  im¬ 
pacts  and  monetary  InefiBclencies.  The  75  per¬ 
cent  Federal  grant  rate  appears  to  intro¬ 
duce  an  incentive  for  overdesign. 

2.  What  could  be  done  to  eliminate  prob¬ 
lems  with  the  current  program,  short  of  a 
legislative  change?  Population  projections 
could  be  coordinated  on  a  statewide  basis 
and  limited  to  the  lowest  of  the  Census  Bu¬ 
reau’s  projected  fertility  rates.  EPA  and  the 
States  could  give  greater  emphasis  to  over¬ 
seeing  better  cost  effective  analyses  in  fa¬ 
culties  planning;  however,  this  would  re¬ 
quire  more  manpower  than  now  avaUable 
and  could  lead  to  project  delays. 

3.  What  are  the  merits  and  demerits  of 
prohibiting  eligibility  of  growth-related  re¬ 
serve  capacity?  Would  this  elevlate  over¬ 
design  and  its  attendant  monetary  inefll- 
clencles  and  secondary  environmental  im¬ 
pacts?  Would  mTialclpallties.  particularly 
rapidly  growing  communities,  be  able  to 
accommodate  100  percent  funding  of  neces¬ 
sary,  cost-effective  growth-related  reserve 
capacity?  Would  this  lead  to  underdesign 
and  create  a  backlog  problem  for  the  future? 

4.  What  are  the  merits  and  demerits  of 
Hmitihg  eligibility  for  growth-related  re¬ 
serve  capacity  to  10  years  for  treatment 
plants  and  20  or  25  years  for  sewers?  Would 
this  be  sufficient  to  eliminate  over-design? 
Could  this  be  efficiently  and  effectively  ad¬ 
ministered?  Can  the  California  experience 
be  achieved  in  other  States? 

6.  Are  there  other  alternatives? 

Paper  No.  3 — ^Restiuctino  the  Types  or 
Projects  Eligible  for  Grant  Assistance 

Statement  of  Issue.  This  paper  deals 
with  the  Issue  of  whether  Pub.  L.  92-500 
should  be  amended  to  restrict  the  types 
of  projects  eligible  for  construction 
grants  funding.  Pub.  L.  92-500  authorizes 
fimdlng  of  the  following  types  of  proj¬ 
ects: 

I  Secondary  treatment  plants 

n  Tertiary  treatment  plants  as  needed  to 
meet  water  quality  standards 
niA  Correction  of  sewer  inflltratlon/lnflow 
mB  Major  sewer  rehabUltatlon 
IVA  CollecUw  sewers 
IVB  Interceptor  sewers 

V  Correction  of  combined  sewer  overflows 

VI  Treatment  or  control  stormwaters 

The  above  classification  Is  the  same 
as  that  used  In  the  1974  Needs  Survey. 
Itie  Issue  Is  whether  any  of  these  cate¬ 
gories  should  be  eliminated  from  eligi¬ 
bility. 

The  principal  purpose  to  be  achieved 
In  limiting  eligibilities  Is  to  reduce  the 
Federal  burden  In  flnancing  the  con¬ 
struction  grants  program.  A  secondary 
purpose  Is  to  limit  Federal  participation 
to  those  types  of  projects  that  are  most 
essential  to  meet  the  water  quality  goals 
of  Pub.  li.  92-500  and  to  require  that 
some  projects  be  fully  financed  by  local 
and  State  authorities  where  such  proj¬ 
ects  are  clearly  within  their  responsl- 
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blllties  and  capabilities.  A  proposal  to 
limit  eligibilities  to  categories  I,  n  and 
IVB  is  being  considered;  however,  other 
combinations  are  also  being  evaluated. 

Background.  Many  types  of  actions 
may  be  involved  In  efforts  to  reduoe 
water  pollution.  Certain  of  these  actions, 
such  as  installation  of  treatment  plants 
and  Interceptor  lines.  Involve  large 
amounts  of  capital  for  construction  of 
facilities.  Other  actions,  relying  little  If 
at  all  on  construction  of  facilities,  in¬ 
volve  the  extent  and  timing  of  pollutant 
loadings  to  the  actual  treatment  and  col¬ 
lection  system  by  which  such  methods  as 
frequent  street  sweeping  or  direct  reduc¬ 
tion  of  wastewater  generation  through 
legal  or  pricing  mechanisms. 

Prior  to  Pub.  L.  92-500,  Federal  finan¬ 
cial  support  was  limited  to  treatment 
plants  and  Interceptors.  Other  facilities 
were  considered  the  responsibility  of 
local  governments,  although  speclflc  Fed¬ 
eral  and  State  programs  provided  assist¬ 
ance  in  some  cases.  These  limltaUons  en¬ 
couraged  local  governments  to  favor  the 
few  eligible  types  of  projects,  such  as 
large  treatment  plants,  rather  than  to 
bear  the  full  cost  for  more  effective  solu- 
timis  such  as  correction  of  Inflltratlon/ 
Inflow  problems. 

Pub.  L.  92-500  pennltted  funding  of 
many  previously  ineligible  ocmstructlon- 
orlented  approaches  to  water  pollution 
control.  Increasing  the  Incentive  for  local 
governments  to  develop  projects  econom¬ 
ically  efBclent  with  respect  to  all  con¬ 
struction-oriented  approaches.  Pub.  L. 
92-500  did  not  provide  assistance  for 
operating  and  maintenance  costs,  for 
most  management  alternatives  to  con¬ 
struction  facilities,  or  for  most  nonpoint 
source  control  measures  such  as  sediment 
catchments.  Therefore,  although  the  cur¬ 
rent  grant  program  may  have  fewer 
biases  than  its  predecessor  programs,  it 
has  not  eliminated  all  of  the  biases  In 
local  governments’  Incentive. 

Any  restrictions  In  eligibilities  might 
produce  some  of  the  same  biases  tiiat  the 
Amendments  worked  to  eliminate.  How¬ 
ever.  section  313  of  Pub.  L.  93-500  ea- 
pllcitly  requires  applications  for  con¬ 
struction  grants  to  be  acoompanied  by  a 
demonstration  that  the  proposed  project 
is  “over  the  life  of  such  works,  the  most 
cost-e£Bcient  alternative.’’  In  theory,  thia 
compels  a  locality  to  select  the  least 
costly  actions,  whether  management-  or 
construction-oriented,  whether  eligible  or 
not  eligible  for  P’edei^  financial  assist¬ 
ance.  In  fact,  cost-effectiveness  analysis 
seldom  generates  irrefutable  conclusions. 
Since  the  most  cost-efficient  solution  mi^r 
be  one  for  which  there  is  little  State  or 
Federal  assistance,  there  is  a  clear  in¬ 
centive  for  local  governments  in  their 
cost-effectiveness  analyses  to  favor  ac¬ 
tions  that  are  eligible  for  assistance.  Ihe 
areawide  planning  program  may  in  the 
future  provide  greater  reliability  in  de¬ 
termining  cost-effective  solutions  than 
an  Individual  facilities  plan  currently 
does.  However,  areawide  planners,  like 
facilities  planners,  may  hesitate  to  pro¬ 
duce  a  plan  that  Identifies  means  which 
are  Ineligible  for  Federal  cost-sharing  as 
the  most  cost-effective. 
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Sevovl  arguments  have  been  advanced 
for  restricting  existing  eUgibilities  In 
some  manner: 

Ensure  that  Federal  funds  provide 
greatest  water  guahty  benefits.  Effective 
use  of  Federal  resources  requires  that  the 
limited  funds  avsdlable  be  allocated  to 
obtain  the  greatest  water  quality  benefits 
r^ative  to  costs,  taking  into  account  local 
willingness  and  capacity  to  invest  in  fa¬ 
culties.  Because  of  this,  States,  in  con¬ 
junction  with  EPA,  have  developed  a  sys¬ 
tem  of  priorities  for  funding  projects.  In 
an  effort  to  structure  these  priorities  so 
that  they  reflect  anticipated  project 
ben^ts,  projects  have  bwn  ranked  in 
large  part  according  to  the  type  of  fa¬ 
cility  to  be  built.  As  a  result,  treatment 
plants  and  interceptors  have  high  pri- 
OTity,  while  collector  sewers,  correction 
of  wet  weather  overflows,  and  storm¬ 
water  ti^eatment  and  control  generally 
have  low  priority.  Congress,  however,  has 
allocated  avaUable  funds  among  States 
ptartly  according  to  total  needs  for  all 
eligible  facilities,  including  both  low  and 
hlsh  priority  faciUties.  Relative  needs  for 
these  facilities  vary  widely  among  States 
and  EPA  Regions.  It  wUl  become  increas- 
ingty  (hficult  therefore  to  ensure  on  a 
national  basis  that  high-priority  projects 
are  funded  before  low-Frtorlty  projects, 
and  thus  ensure  that  maximum  water 
quality  benefits  are  being  derived  from 
Federal  expenditures.  A  statutory  elim¬ 
ination  of  certain  eligibilities,  this  argu¬ 
ment  runs,  would  have  three  closely- 
related  effects:  (1)  Legislate  greater  ad¬ 
herence  throughout  the  nation  to  priori¬ 
ties,  promoting  maximum  benefits;  (2) 
simpMy  administration  of  the  program 
by  giving  clearer  statutory  authority  to 
established  priorities;  and  (3)  simplify 
Congressional  allocation  of  funds  among 
States  in  an  equitable,  efficient  manner 
more  closely  in  accord  with  established 
priorities  by  rilminating  those  facilities 
for  which  needs  can  be  least  reliably  as¬ 
certained. 

Reduce  Federal  badgetarg  commit¬ 
ments.  In  1974.  States  estimated  their 
eligible  needs  for  all  these  facilities  at 
$356  bilUon,  including  $235  bilUon  for 
storm  water  treatment  and/or  control. 
Since  Congress  Is  unlikely  ever  to  appro¬ 
priate  this  amount,  explicit  restrictions 
would  clarify  the  nature  and  extent  of 
Federal  commitment  over  the  next  few 
years  and  facilitate  the  budget-making 
proceas. 

Encourage  State  and  local  self-suffl- 
eiency.  Restrictions  In  eligibility  would 
encourage  State  and  local  governments 
to  assume  increased  responslbiltty  both 
In  determining  environmental  needs  and 
financing  pollution-control  facilities. 
Greater  self-sufficiency.  In  turn,  would 
probably  result  in  States  and  locahties 
setting  water  quality  goals  that  more 
accurately  reflect  their  perceived  bene¬ 
fits. 

Encovrage  wiser  investment  decisions. 
Reduction  in  eligibility  might  discourage 
construction-oriented  solutions  for  cer¬ 
tain  problems,  such  as  stormwater  run¬ 
off,  that  may  better  be  handled  by  man¬ 
agement  techniques.  Reduction  In  eligi¬ 
bility  for  facilities  with  a  high  propor- 


tkmof  local  boiefits  and  for  which  there 
is  adequate  local  willingness  and  ability 
to  finance,  such  as  collection  sewers, 
would  prevent  the  expenditure  of  Federal 
funds  which  could  finance  projects  with 
higher  water  quality  benefits.  Similarly, 
elimination  of  eligibility  for  certain  ele¬ 
ments  would  reduce  the  tendency  for  lo¬ 
calities  to  delay  needed  or  desired  invest¬ 
ment  in  hopes  of  receiving  a  grant. 

On  the  other  hand,  there  are  several 
arguments  for  retaining  or  even  broad¬ 
ening  current  eligibilities. 

Encourage  examination  of  broad  op¬ 
tions.  Among  construction-oriented  ele¬ 
ments,  broad  eligibilities  encourage  se¬ 
lection  of  the  most  cost-effective  system. 
Rather  than  focusing  attention  on  one 
or  two  types  of  construction  solutions, 
such  as  a  larger  treatment  plant  instead 
of  less-costly  correction  of  infiltration/ 
inflow,  or  advanced  treatment  for  sani¬ 
tary  wastes  rather  than  treatment  or 
control  of  stormwater  nmoff,  all  major 
construction  approaches  would  be  en¬ 
couraged. 

Preserve  administrative  flexibility.  Fa¬ 
cilities  integral  to  an  effective  waste- 
water  management  ssrstem,  such  as  col¬ 
lector  sewers,  can  be  supported  by  Fed¬ 
eral  funds  when  they  are  beyond  local 
financial  capability.  By  allowing  such  se¬ 
lective  funding,  broad  eligibilities  pre¬ 
serve  program  flexibility  and  allow  EPA 
to  overcome  obstacles  which  might  other¬ 
wise  delay  construction  of  high-priority 
facilities. 

Increase  incentive  to  achieve  the  goals 
and  requirements  of  the  Act.  Pub.  L.  92- 
500  set  very  high  goals,  including  waters 
suitable  for  swimming  by  1983  and  the 
elimination  of  discharge  of  pollutants  by 
1985.  Broad  eligibilities — coupled  with 
adequate  resources — provide  greater  sup¬ 
port  to  the  efforts  of  local  goverrunent 
to  meet  these  goals. 

Prevent  inequitable  changes.  Some 
communities  may  have  received  financial 
assistance  for  facilities  which  a  leglslsi- 
ttve  amendment  would  make  intiiglble, 
thereby  denying  similar  grants  to  other 
munlcipaliti^  with  equal  qrialiflcatlons. 

Considerations.  Any  proposal  must  be 
judged,  primarily  by  how  it  will  affect  at¬ 
tainment  of  the  Act’s  objective  '‘to  re¬ 
store  and  maintain  the  chemical,  physi¬ 
cal,  and  biological  integrity  of  the  Na¬ 
tion’s  waters."  Along  with  the  environ¬ 
mental  impact,  however,  consideration 
must  be  given  to  economic  Impacts  such 
as  employment,  inflation,  and  efficient 
allocation  of  resources,  as  well  as  to  con¬ 
siderations  such  as  ease  and  equity  of 
admlnlstradon.  The  basic  questions 
which  must  be  explored  in  evaluating 
alternative  proposals  are  the  following: 

1.  What  would  the  Mt  environmental  im¬ 
pacts  be  of  the  major  alternatives  under  con¬ 
sideration?  Upon  what  specific  premises 
should  an  evaluation  of  the  environmental 
impact  be  based? 

2.  How  would  the  various  changes  affect 
administration  of  the  program?  What  are 
the  major  differences  between  administrative 
problems  resulting  from  restricting,  as  op¬ 
posed  to  eliminating,  certain  types  of  eligi¬ 
bilities?  What  sorts  of  restriction  could  most 
easily  be  enforoed? 


S.  What  changes  In  investment  and  em¬ 
ployment  in  wastewater  pollution  control 
trould  result  from  adoption  of  any  of  the 
major  alternatives?  What  changes  in  total 
employment  in  the  entire  economy?  What 
are  the  probable  impacts  on  inflation  in  costs 
for  pollution  control  facilities  and  in  costs 
of  other  goods  and  services? 

lu  examlng  these  basic  questions,  it 
may  be  useful  to  consider  other  clo^ly 
related  questions; 

1.  What  impact  do  different  eligibtiity 
structures  have  on  the  determination  of  need 
for  a  particular  faciUtp?  A  need  may  be 
perceived  for  a  facility  for  a  variety  of  rea¬ 
sons — a  secondary  treatment  plant  to  meet 
the  requirement  of  the  Act,  a  stormwater 
treatment  plant  to  allow  high  water  quality 
standards  to  be  achieved  throughout  the 
year,  collector  sewers  to  replace  falling  septic 
tanks,  etc.  Since  all  needed  facilities  cannot 
be  built  at  once,  a  grant  system  ideally 
should  seek  to  provide  the  greatest  Improve¬ 
ment  in  water  quality. 

Would  restricted  ellglblUtles  facilitate  or 
hinder  the  achievement  of  this  objective?  Are 
the  differences  in  benefits  accruing  from  dif¬ 
ferent  types  of  facilities  suffideiit  to  justify 
restriction  by  category?  What  problems  are 
currently  and  would  in  the  future  be  as¬ 
sociated  with  accomplishing  this  objective  if, 
in  order  to  preserve  llexlblUty.  M  le  done  ad¬ 
ministratively  rather  than  by  legislative 
amendment? 

eligibility  for  certain  elements  may  lead 
a  local  agency  to  construct  sneh  a  facility 
when  In  fact  an  equally  effective  mani^e- 
ment  alternative  to  the  problem  is  less  ex¬ 
pensive.  In  terms  of  ell  I^ederal.  State,  and 
local  costa.  It  bas  been  argued  that  this  prob¬ 
lem  is  eqjeciaJly  evident  In  ameliorating  the 
impact  of  lu'ban  stormwater  runoff. 

Do  certain  eligibilities  in  fact  create  this 
difficulty,  and  if  so.  bow  might  It  be  al¬ 
leviated? 

2.  Is  there  adequate  local  incentive  to  un¬ 
dertake  needed  investment  In  certain  types 
of  facilities,  even  in  the  absence  of  Federal 
financial  assistance?  Where  a  high  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  benefits  of  pollution  abatement 
actions  accrue  to  an  individual  locality.  It 
would  be  expected  that  the  locality  would 
have  adequate  incentive  to  undertake  in¬ 
vestment  without  Federal  assistance.  But 
when  Federal  funds  support  such  projects, 
(thereby  substituting  for  local  funds  which 
would  have  been  invested  anyway),  fewer 
Federal  funds  are  avaUable  for  projects  with 
more  nonlocal  benefits  thus  less  local  incen¬ 
tive  to  Invest.  The  result,  would  be  less  total 
investment  in  wastewater  pollution  control 
facilities. 

How  does  the  proportion  of  k>cal  benefits, 
and  thus  local  incentive  to  undertake  in¬ 
vestment  without  financial  asslstanoe,  vary 
among  types  of  faculties? 

The  concept  of  benefits,  of  course,  implies 
that  locaUtles  receive  positive  gains  from 
their  actions.  'There  is  also  the  possibility 
that  enforcement  actions  brought  against 
localities  for  not  complying  with  specific  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Act  would  serve  as  a  major 
incentive  to  undertake  Investment  without 
asslstanoe.  This  might  raise  serious  questions 
of  equity,  of  coiu^,  but  does  suggest  one 
means  of  increasing  local  incentive  to  in¬ 
vest  In  the  absence  of  Federal  assistance. 

How  do.  or  might,  enforceabie  provisions 
of  the  law  affect  incentive  to  construct  dif¬ 
ferent  types  of  facilities? 

8.  It  there  adequate  local  financial  capa- 
IHHty  to  undertake  investment  In  different 
types  of  facilitiesT  If  there  Is  a  definite  need 
for  a  facility,  but  inadequate  local  financial 
capability,  it  is  unlikely  to  be  constructed 
without  financial  assistance,  even  If  there 
is  considerable  local  Inocntlve.  As  a  result. 
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a  grant  program  oriented  toward  financial 
assistance  may  be  needed  to  ensure  that 
appropriate  levels  of  Investment  are  attained. 
Financial  constraints  on  local  governments 
resulting  from  the  current  recession  may  be 
significantly  reduced  by  the  time  any  amend¬ 
ment  would  become  effective,  presumably 
after  PY  1976.  Other  Federal  grant  programs, 
such  as  the  community  development  block 
grant  program  of  the  Department  of  Hous¬ 
ing  and  Urban  Development,  might  provide 
local  governments  with  funds  needed  for 
certain  types  of  facilities  even  If  eligibility 
under  the  Act  were  eliminated.  In  addition, 
different  ways  to  finance  different  types  of 
facilities — for  example,  special  bonds  for 
collector  sewers — may  facilitate  financing 
when  the  local  government  has  encountered 
difficulties  financing  other  types  of  facilities. 

Are  there  differences — such  as  cost  or  fi¬ 
nancing  methods — among  types  of  facilities 
eligible  for  assistance  that  would  lead  to 
different  Impacts  on  local  financial  capa¬ 
bility  If  certain  eligibilities  were  reduced  or 
eliminated? 

Paper  No.  4 — Extending  1977  Date  for 

THE  Publicly  Owned  Pretreatment 

Works  To  Meet  Water  Quality  Stand¬ 
ards 

Statement  of  issue.  This  paper  deals 
with  the  Issue  of  whether  Pub.  L.  92-500 
should  be  amended  to  extend  the  date 
by  which  publicly  owned  treatment  works 
are  to  achieve  compliance  with  require¬ 
ments  of  section  301  of  the  statute.  Sec¬ 
tions  301(b)  (1)  (B)  and  301(b)(1)(C)  of 
Pub.  L.  92-500.  require  that  publicly 
owned  treatment  works  (POTW’s) 
achieve  effluent  limitations  based  upon 
secondary  treatment  or  a  more  stringent 
level  of  treatment,  if  necessary,  to  meet 
water  quality  standards.  These  effluent 
limitations  are  to  be  attained  no  later 
than  July  1.  1977.  The  only  exception  is 
where  grants  to  POTW’s  were  approved 
before  July  1.  1974.  'These  POTW’s  are 
required  to  complete  construction  within 
four  years  of  the  construction  grant  ap¬ 
proval  date. 

It  is  currently  estimated  that  50  per¬ 
cent  or  9,000  municipalities  serving  60 
percent  of  the  1977  population  will  not 
be  able  to  comply  with  the  above  require¬ 
ments.  This  stems  almost  exclusively 
from  the  fact  that  municipalities  have 
depended,  with  EPA  acquiescence,  on 
construction  grants  to  assist  them  in  con¬ 
structing  the  necessary  facilities  to  en¬ 
able  them  to  meet  these  requirements. 
This  dependence  has  encountered  two 
problems.  First,  the  amount  of  construc¬ 
tion  grant  funds  thus  far  authorized — 
$18  billion — is  not  sufficient  to  cover  the 
1977  needs  which  are  estimated  by  the 
1974  Needs  Survey  to  be  at  least  $46  bil¬ 
lion  (based  on  categories  I.  n  and  IVB 
which  are  secondary  treatment  plants, 
tertiary  treatment  plants  when  required 
to  meet  water  quality  standards,  and 
Interceptor  sewers,  respectively).  As  a 
result,  a  part  of  the  9.000  municipalities 
have  not  received  a  grant  to  construct 
the  facilities  needed  to  comply  with  the 
1977  requirement 

Second,  a  great  many  of  the  projects 
funded  under  the  construction  grants 
,  program  cannot  be  feasibly  completed 
by  1977  to  enable  compliance  with  the 
section  301  requirements.  Because  of  a 
variety  of  problems  and  delays  in  re¬ 


vising  the  construction  grants  program 
to  incorporate  the  many  new  require¬ 
ments  of  Pub.  L.  92-500,  because  of 
the  longer  project  planning  and  design 
periods  requlr^  to  meet  these  new  re¬ 
quirements  and  because  of  other  factors, 
only  $4.8  billion  of  the  $18  billion  has 
been  obligated.  Consequently,  only  a 
small  portion  of  the  projects  that  will 
be  constructed  under  the  $18  billion  have 
been  started  and  a  majority  of  these 
have  not  yet  reached  construction  stage. 
Moreover,  the  time  period  to  bring  a 
project  to  completion  is  typically  2  to  5 
years  and  occasionally  exceeds  5  years. 
Accordingly,  even  some  of  the  projects 
initiated  about  the  time  of,  or  shortly 
after  the  passage  of.  Pub.  L.  92-500  can¬ 
not  be  completed  within  the  Section  301 
time  period. 

Alternatives.  Five  principal  alternative 
solutions  to  the  problem  of  noncompli¬ 
ance  have  been  identified.  In  cases  where 
a  proposed  extension  of  secondary  treat¬ 
ment  requirements  results  In  a  violation 
of  water  quality  standards,  EPA  is  as¬ 
suming  that  Congress  would  provide  an 
exemption  from  compliance  with  water 
quality  standards. 

The  five  alternatives  are: 

1.  Retain  the  1977  date  and  enforce  against 
violators, 

2.  Retain  the  1977  date  without  enforc¬ 
ing  against  those  dischargers  that  cannot 
realistically  be  expected  to  meet  the  dead¬ 
line  due  solely  to  funding  problems, 

3.  Seek  statutory  amendments  that  would 
maintain  the  1977  date  but  would  provide 
the  EIPA  Administrator  with  discretion  to 
grant  compliance  schedule  extensions  on  an 
ad  hoc  basis,  based  upon  actual  time  re¬ 
quired  with  the  expenditure  of  good  faith 
efforts  to  build  the  necessary  facilities. 

4.  Seek  statutory  amendments  that  would 
maintain  the  1977  date  but  would  provide 
the  Administrator  with  discretion  to  grant 
compliance  schedule  extensions  on  an  ad 
hoc  basis  based  upon  the  availability  of 
Federal  funds. 

5.  Seek  a  statutory  extension  of  the  1977 
deadline  to  1983  and  require  compliance  re¬ 
gardless  of  Federal  funding. 

Alternative  (1)  implicitly  denies  any 
ccoinection  between  the  availability  of 
construction  grant  funds  and  EPA’s 
compliance/enforcement  of  municipal 
permits.  This  appears  to  be  politically 
unrealistic,  few  If  any  communities  are 
expected  to  finance  their  own  POTW’s 
and  thereby  Jeopardize  Federal  support, 
whether  confronted  by  an  enforcement 
threat  or  not.  Under  most  circumstances, 
the  commimity  would  probably  take  the 
issue  to  court  rather  than  attempt  to 
raise  its  own  funds.  In  fact,  the  State  of 
Virginia.  In  anticipation  of  possible  EPA 
enforcement  activity,  has  challenged 
EPA’s  enforcement  authority  claiming 
“a  Federal  share"  of  the  cost  of  com¬ 
pliance  with  Section  301  and  thereby 
arguing  that  enforcement  Is  viable  only 
where  funds  have  been  made  available  in 
sufficient  time  to  comply  with  the  dead¬ 
line.  The  United  States  District  Court 
(Eastern  District,  Virginia)  is  expected 
to  rule  on  this  issue  in  apptroximately  60 
days. 

The  policy  supported  by  Alternative 
(1)  has  the  added  consequence  of  ag¬ 
gravating  existing  equity  problems  cre¬ 


ated  by  limited  fimdlng  capabilities  and 
the  Inability  to  spread  available  funds 
among  the  needed  facilities  In  the  State 
since  the  statute  requires  that  the  Fed¬ 
eral  government  pay  75  percent  of  the 
construction  costs.  ’This  effectively  pre¬ 
vents  the  Administrator  from  making 
grants  in  amoimts  less  thaq  75  percent 
and  thereby  providing  funding  of  all 
needed  facilities  at  lesser  levels  of 
Federal  participation. 

Furthermore,  the  logic  of  taking  en¬ 
forcement  action  against  a  facility  that 
Is  physically  unable  to  meet  19'77  re¬ 
quirements  because  of  construction  limi¬ 
tations  can  be  questioned.  However,  the 
EPA  does  not  feel  constrained  to  take 
specific  remedial  action  such  as  sewer 
moratoriums  where  appropriate. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  aggressive  en¬ 
forcement  program  supported  by  Alter¬ 
native  (1)  might  motivate  reluctant 
communities  to  speed  construction  where 
possible  to  avoid  severe  penalties  for 
violation  of  permits. 

Alternative  (2)  reflects  current  EPA 
policy  in  part.  This  policy  has  been  to  Is¬ 
sue  five-year  permits  providing  for  full 
compliance  with  1977  requirements  to 
all  publicly  owned  treatment  works 
where  no  major  construction  Is  needed 
to  achieve  compliance  with  section  301, 
where  construction  scheduled  for  com¬ 
pletion  by  the  1977  deadline  Is  presently 
imderway,  or  where  the  source  is  suffi¬ 
ciently  high  on  the  State’s  priority  list 
for  funding  and  the  proposed  construc¬ 
tion  schedule  is  such  that  compliance 
with  the  1977  requirements  Is  probable. 

Short-term  permits  (expiring  prior  to 
the  section  301  deadline)  are  Issued  to 
mimicipal  facilities  that  cannot  real¬ 
istically  be  expected  to  meet  required 
discharge  limitations  by  the  1977  dead¬ 
lines.  These  permits  Include  effluent  limi¬ 
tations  established  so  as  to  require 
optimum  operation  and  maintenance  of 
existing  facilities  and  completion  of  any 
modifications  to  facilities  which  could 
reasonably  be  undertaken  with  State 
and  local  monies  or  revenue  sharing 
funds  in  the  absence  of  a  Federal  con¬ 
struction  grant. 

Following  this  policy,  EPA  strictly 
monitors  and  enforces  compliance 
schedules  and  requirements  established 
in  permits.  As  a  result,  EPA  has  not 
Initiated  enforcement  action  against 
municipalities  whose  violations  of  the 
statutory  deadline  can  be  shown  to  have 
resulted  solely  from  the  lack  of  Federal 
fimds,  and  their  discharge  Is  In  compli¬ 
ance  with  an  Issue  permit. 

The  Inherent  weakness  of  this  option 
lies  In  the  potential  loss  of  a  very  effee- 
tive  tool — permits  and  enforcement 
rather  than  grants — for  achieving  com¬ 
pliance  with  section  301  requirements. 
Furthermore,  this  option  does  not 
prevent  possible  citizen  suits  on  the  mat¬ 
ter  nor  does  It  limit  potential  State  en¬ 
forcement  activity.  Twenty-two  States 
have  already  received  National  Pollutant 
Discharge  Elimination  System  (NPDES) 
program  approval  and  thus  have  Inde¬ 
pendent  enforcement  authority.  Munici¬ 
palities  may  thus  be  vulnerable  to  differ¬ 
ing  standards  of  cixnpllance. 
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Alternative  (3)  enables  EPA  to  grant 
extensions  to  municipalities  based  upon 
physical  construction  limitations  that 
cannot,  under  any  clrcumstanoes,  be 
overcome,  but  without  any  full  oommit- 
to  Federal  funding  support  Under 
this  alternative  EPA  could  still  mandate 
construction  without  Federal  fxmds,  al¬ 
though  it  is  unlikely  to  do  so.  By  grant¬ 
ing  the  Administrator  discretion  to  ex¬ 
tend  compliance  deadlines  on  a  project- 
by-project  basis,  this  alternative  pro¬ 
vides  for  a  more  uniform  and  aggressive 
enforcement  policy  than  those  possible 
under  alternative  (2).  Facilities  capable 
of  meeting  the  1977  deadline  are  required 
to  do  so,  and  strong  enforcement  acticm 
is  taken  when  they  fail.  Facilities 
granted  extensions  are  placed  on  specific 
compliance  schedules  subject  to  a  vigor¬ 
ous  monitoring  program  to  alert  the  EPA 
Regional  Offices  to  slippage.  Enforce¬ 
ment  action  would  then  be  taken  as  ap¬ 
propriate. 

However,  it  may  be  difficult  to  Umit  the 
application  of  this  alternative  to  munici¬ 
pal  dischargers,  since  industrial  dis¬ 
chargers  who  have  also  experienced  con¬ 
struction  delays  could  make  similar 
arguments.  This  problem  is  aggravated 
by  the  dependence  of  some  industrial  dis¬ 
chargers  upon  the  successful  construc¬ 
tion  of  municipal  plants  to  complete 
their  treatment  requirements.  Current 
EPA  policy  expects  the  industrial  facility 
to  satisfactorily  treat  its  wastes  until 
such  time  as  it  can  hook  up  into  a 
mimiclpal  system,  even  if  such  treatment 
might  require  construction  of  a  treat¬ 
ment  plant  to  be  utilized  for  a  very  short 
time  period. 

Alternative  (4)  seeks  Congressional 
agreement  to  provide  75  percent  fimding 
for  the  oonstruetlon  of  facilities  needed 
to  comply  with  the  1977  deadline.  This 
alternative  links  the  avsdlability  of  Fed¬ 
eral  funding  with  the  enforcement  pro¬ 
visions  contained  in  section  309. 

A  significant  problem  in  adopting  this 
alternative  is  the  fact  that  elicdble  con¬ 
struction  costs,  as  now  defined  in  the  Act, 
would  provide  75  percent  funding  for 
“eligible  projects.”  Eligible  projects  may 
achieve  effluent  reductions  far  greater 
than  required  for  the  1977  deadline.  As 
the  Needs  Survey  observed,  the  cost  of 
eligible  facilities  under  Pub.  L.  92-500  is 
$342  billion  dollars,  a  significantly 
greater  flgxire  than  that  required  for 
compliance  with  the  1977  deadline. 

Thus,  it  becomes  ai^iarent  that  should 
alternative  (4)  be  adopted,  ^igibiUty 
would  need  to  be  red^ned  In  such  a 
manner  as  to  prevoit  the  Federal  share 
from  beiiag  ui^  to  construct  facilities 
more  sophisticated  than  necessary  to 
achieve  the  1977  deadline.  This  alterna¬ 
tive  has  significant  Federal  budgetary 
hni^cations  not  fouitd  in  other  options. 
If  the  Federal  government  assumed  re¬ 
sponsibility  for  construction  of  all  pub- 
Hcly  owned  treatment  works  required  to 
provide  secondary  treatment,  current 
Federal  funding  lev^  would  probably  be 
more  than  tripled. 

AMemattve  (4)  also  carri«:s  the  same 
compliance  ramifications  evident  under 
Alternative  (S),  since  responsiveness  to 


the  problem  of  construction  delays  Is  Im¬ 
plicit  In  this  option. 

Alternative  (S),  which  changes  the 
municipal  compliance  date  to  1983,  offers 
an  across-the-board  extension  regardless 
of  the  problems  of  any  given  POTW.  It 
could  possibly  jeopardize  the  entire 
NPDES  program.  Industrial  facilities 
would  insist  on  similar  extensions,  par¬ 
ticularly  those  under  great  financial 
strain  to  comedy  with  their  effluent  limi¬ 
tations.  Water  quality  standards  would 
be  violated  unless  new  regulations  were 
written  providing  for  some  sort  of  ex- 
raiption. 

l^wever,  this  alternative  is  somewhat 
respox2sive  to  the  national  economic  situ¬ 
ation.  Furthermore,  it  allows  for  more 
fiexibility  in  local  decision  making  pro¬ 
cedures.  It  is  also  imambiguous.  requir¬ 
ing  compliance  regardless  of  Federal 
funding.  Thus  it  eliminates  the  problem 
of  administrative  subjectivity  as  well  as 
compliance  uncertainty  inherent  under 
alternatives  (2),  (3).  and  (4). 

Furthermore,  alternative  (5)  would 
also  accommodate  the  suggesticoi  of  an 
EPA  task  force  to  allow  the  (tostpone- 
ment  of  construction  of  the  municipal 
treatment  works  with  an  ocean  dis¬ 
charge,  pending  environmental  assess¬ 
ments  of  specific  outfall  sites  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  most  effective  technology. 

Consideratiotu.  EPA  is  interested  in  a 
public  response  to  these  alternatives.  It 
is  Important  that  policy  formulation  re- 
fiect  the  relative  prkulties  and  tradeoffs 
of  affected  communities.  Apart  from  the 
obvious  question  of  which  alternative  is 
preferred,  there  are  other  considerations: 

1.  Should  PirtJ.  L.  98-600  bo  amended  to 
penaK  preteaBCtef  of  POTW^  subject  to 
F»dM^  relmbnnementT 

а.  la  n  fair  to  requlra  Industry  to  meet  fba 
1977  deadUna  wbtlc  extending  ft  for  munici¬ 
pal  tttaa? 

8.  la  It  fair  to  make  Industrial  require¬ 
ments  moM  stringent  pending  municipal 
oompllanee,  aa  is  the  case  with  Joint  systema? 

4.  Should  an  outalde  limit  be  provided  to 
the  Administrator  granting  extensions,  for 
example  five  years  from  date  of  amendment, 
or  should  the  poesible  oompllanee  deadlines 
be  open-ended? 

5.  WUl  EPA  lose  credibility  supporting  an 
across-the-board  extension  for  municipal 
oompUanoe.  eq>eeially  In  cases  where  it  Is 
unnecessary?  Or  are  the  current  eoonomle 
prkMltles  such  that  such  an  extension  is  only 

б.  How  big  a  difference  would  these  alter¬ 
natives  make  on  local  funding  or  State 
financing? 

7.  Should  EPA  consider  tfiianglng  the  defi¬ 
nition  of  secondary  treatment  to  allow  for 
elaastfleattons  according  to  atse,  age,  equip¬ 
ment,  prooeae  eiiq>loyed?  Extensions  of 
the  1977  deadline  ml^t  therefore  be  un¬ 
necessary.  since  the  amended  aeoondary 
treatment  requirements  could  be  responsive 
to  many  of  the  oonstniction  problems  caus¬ 
ing  current  compliance  delays. 

8.  Would  a  two-year  extension  for  oom- 
pllanoe  be  preferrahle  to  the  six-year  ex¬ 
tension  promoted  under  Alternative  (6)T  Is 
this  alternative  unneoeesarlly  lenient? 

9.  Until  su<fii  a  time  when  a  aolutlon  to  cur¬ 
rent  oompllanoe  delays  Is  adopted,  should 
EPA  issue  letters  of  autborizstlon  to  those 
POTWs  that  cannot  achieve  oompllanoe  with 
the  1977  deadline  instead  of  teulng  short¬ 


term  permits?  Letters  of  authoiiaation  are 
administratively  simpler  than  short-term 
permits. 

Paper  No.  5 — Delegating  A  Greater  Por¬ 
tion  OF  THE  MaNAGEXENT  OF  THE  CON¬ 
STRUCTION  Grants  Program  to  the 

States 

A.  Background.  With  the  recent  re¬ 
lease  of  the  full  $18  billion  in  construc¬ 
tion  grant  funds,  it  is  Important  that 
all  construction  grant  applications  be 
processed  as  efficiently  as  possible,  while 
maintaining  financial  and  environmen¬ 
tal  integrity.  One  current  proposal  for 
improving  the  performance  of  the  pro¬ 
gram  is  to  delegate  a  greater  number  of 
functions  and  responsibilities  directly 
to  the  States  with  EPA  assuming  more 
of  an  overview  role.  If  States  were  able 
to  cussume  a  greater  degree  of  program 
management,  it  might  be  possible  to  ex¬ 
pedite  the  flow  of  funds  into  necessary 
construction  projects,  thereby  obtaining 
both  environmental  and  economic  bene¬ 
fits. 

A  bill,  H.R.  2175,  has  been  Introduced 
which  would  permit  the  Administrator 
to  delegate  to  the  States  the  broad  range 
of  grant  processing  functions,  including 
those  that  go  beyond  Just  the  review 
and  approval  of  documents.  Included 
also  is  a  provision  to  compensate  the 
States  directly  out  of  State  allotments 
for  administrative  costs  which  they 
incur — ^up  to  a  maximum  of  2  percent  of 
a  State’s  yearly  allotment.  Under  the 
HH.  2175,  EPA  activities  would  be  large¬ 
ly  confined  to  overall  policy  making  and 
to  auditing  and  monitoring  the  grant 
activities  performed  by  the  States.  How¬ 
ever,  EPA  would  remain  responsible  for 
any  Environmental  Impact  Statements 
Bacessary  on  individual  projects. 

Current  procedures  authorize  States  to 
certify  that  such  key  documents  as  con¬ 
struction  plans  and  specification  and  op¬ 
eration  and  maintenance  manvals  fulfill 
all  legal  and  administratiTC  require¬ 
ments.  EPA  can  then  approve  them  with¬ 
out  further  review. 

The  bill  would  authorize  the  State 
agetx:y  to  certify  that  plans,  specifica¬ 
tions,  and  estimates  for  a  proposed  proj¬ 
ect  meet  the  requirements  of  the  Act, 
and  that  the  proixised  project  conforms 
to  appUcaUe  areawide  and  State  plans,  is 
entitled  to  priority,  and  relates  directly 
to  the  needs  to  be  served  by  such  works. 
Including  sufficient  reserve  capacity.  Fi¬ 
nally,  the  State  agency  would  be  able 
to  certify  as  to  such  matters  as  bidding 
procedures,  cost  sharing  requirements, 
cost  effectiveness,  and  user  charge  and 
industrial  cost  recovery  requirements,  as 
well  as  legal,  institutlcmal,  managerial, 
and  financial  capabilities. 

The  proposed  measure  would  also  pro¬ 
vide  for  Ekate  certification  of  the  ful¬ 
fillment  of  various  requirements  for  fa¬ 
cilities  grants  under  Title  n  of  the  Pub. 
Ii.  92-500  is  Intended  to  (1)  reduce  du¬ 
plication  of  efforts  by  the  States  and 
the  Federal  government.  <2)  av<rfd  sub¬ 
stantially  enlarging  the  number  ol  Fed¬ 
eral  personnel  needed  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  the  Act,  and  <3)  enhance 
the  policy  expressed  in  Pub.  L.  92-500  to 
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“recognize,  preserre,  and  protect  the  pri¬ 
mary  responsibilities  and  rights  ol 
States"  in  the  prevention,  reducticm,  and 
elimination  of  pollution.  EPA  has  had 
a  continuing  policy  of  delegating  to  the 
States,  to  the  extent  possible,  respon¬ 
sibility  for  conducting  functions  related 
to  the  Act — ^provided  that  the  quality  of 
the  State’s  performance  will  equal  or 
exceed  requirements  for  fulfilling  these 
functions.  The  proposed  amendment 
would  allow  the  States,  as  they  become 
ready,  to  assume  responsibilities  com¬ 
mensurate  with  their  capabilities,  and 
would,  as  well  provide  funds  to  reim¬ 
burse  them  for  the  responsibilities  as¬ 
sumed. 

B.  Alternatives.  The  general  intent  of 
the  proposed  legislation  is  to  process 
grants  more  efiSectively  and  efficiently 
and  to  give  more  attention  to  activities 
and  problems  at  the  State  level.  Alterna¬ 
tive  course  for  making  the  processing  of 
grants  more  effectively  and  efficiently 
tering  all  of  the  responsibilities  in  EPA 
or,  (2)  continuing  the  present  mix  of 
EPA/State  grant  activities,  but  improv¬ 
ing  the  overall  procedures.  With  greater 
delegation  of  responsibility  to  the  States, 
some  time  will  be  necessary  for  the 
States  to  organize  and  acquire  adequate 
staff. 

C.  Considerations.  In  considering  this 
issue,  the  public  may  wish  to  discuss  the 
following  questions:  (1)  Exactly  what 
functions  in  the  review  and  approval  of 
construction  grant  applications  should 
be  delegated.  (2)  should  all  parts  of  the 
construction  grants  process  be  delegated, 
(3)  In  addition  to  ordinary  staffing  prob¬ 
lems,  what  difficulties  may  be  encoun¬ 
tered  in  State  staffing  when  a  Federal 
financial  commitment  is  Involved,  (4) 
will  the  funding  level  suggested  in  the 
proposed  bill  be  adequate.  (5)  in  actual 
practice,  will  greater  delegation  of  pro¬ 
gram  responsibility  to  the  States  make 
the  program  more  efficient  without 
compromising  environmental  concerns, 
(6)  how  much  time  would  be  required  for 
Individual  States  to  assume  additional 
responsibilities,  and  (7)  are  there  al¬ 
ternative  funding  schemes,  either  Fed¬ 
eral  or  non-Federal. 

HU.  2175 

A  BILL 

To  amend  title  II  of  the  Federal  Water 
Pollution  Control  Act  to  provide  for 
State  certification; 

Be  it  en8M:ted  by  the  Senate  and  House 
of  Representatives  of  the  United  States 
of  America  in  Congress  assembled.  That 
title  n  of  the  Federal  Water  Pollution 
Control  Act  (33  U.S.C.  1281  et  seq.)  is 
amended  by  adding  at  tlie  end  tliereof 
the  following  new  section: 

CiaiTincATiox 

Sec.  aiS.  (a)  The  Administrator  may  dis¬ 
charge  any  of  his  responsibilities  for  actions, 
determinations,  or  approvals  under  sections 
aoi(g)  (2)  and  (3).  203  (a)  and  (d).  204 

(a),  (b)(1),  and  (b)(3),  and  212(2)  (B)  of 
this  Act  with  respect  to  projects  or  pro¬ 
posed  projects  for  treatment  works  by  ac¬ 
cepting  a  certification  by  the  State  water 
pollution  control  agency  of  Its  performance 
of  such  responsibilities. 


(b)  The  Admlntotrator  shall  not  accept 
any  certification  provided  for  In  subaectlon 
(a)  of  this  section  unless  the  Administrator 
determines  that  the  State  water  poUutlon 
control  agency  has  the  authority,  responsi¬ 
bility,  and  capability  to  take  all  of  the  ac¬ 
tions,  determinations,  or  approvals  for  which 
certification  Is  submitted  under  subsection 
(a)  of  this  section. 

(c)  If  the  Administrator  determines  after 
public  hearings  that  a  State  water  pollution 
contr<rf  agency,  with  respect  to  any  require¬ 
ment,  condition,  or  limitation  for  which  he 
has  accepted  a  certification  under  subsec¬ 
tion  (a),  falls  to  meet  the  requirements  of 
this  Act,  he  may  suspend  his  acceptance  of 
certification  as  to  such  requirement,  con¬ 
dition,  or  limitation  with  respect  to  any  proj¬ 
ect,  or  with  respect  to  all  projects  In  such 
State,  as  he  determines  necessary,  and  d\ir- 
Ing  such  suspension  he  shall  be  responsible 
for  such  requirement,  icondltlon,  or  limita¬ 
tion. 

(d)  (1)  The  Administrator  Is  authorized  to 
conduct  interim  and  final  inspections  and 
audits,  and  to  require  such  Information,  data, 
and  reports  as  he  may  determine  necessary  to 
carry  out  this  section. 

(2)  Nothing  In  this  section  shall  affect  or 
discharge  any  responsibility  or  obligation  of 
the  Administrator  under  any  other  Federal 
law.  Including  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  of  1969  (  42  U.8.C.  4321  et  seq.). 

(e)  (1)  The  Administrator  shall  reserve  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  2  per  centum  of  the 
allotment  made  to  each  State  for  each  fiscal 
year  under  section  205,  after  the  date  of  en¬ 
actment  of  this  section.  Sums  so  reserved 
shall  be  available  for  making  grants  to  such 
State  under  paragraph  (2)  of  this  subsection 
for  the  same  period  as  sums  are  available 
from  such  allotment  under  subsection  (b) 
of  section  205,  and  any  such  grant  shall  be 
available  for  obligation  only  during  such  pe¬ 
riod.  Any  grant  made  from  sums  reserved 
under  this  subsection  which  has  not  been 
obligated  by  the  end  of  the  period  for  which 
available  shall  be  added  to  the  amounts  last 
allotted  to  such  State  under  section  205, 
and  shall  be  Immediately  available  for  obli¬ 
gation  In  the  same  manner  and  to  the  same 
extent  as  such  last  allotment. 

(2)  The  Administrator  is  authorized  to 
grant  to  any  State  exercising,  or  proposing 
to  exercise  certification  authority  under  this 
section,  from  amounts  reserved  to  such  State 
under  this  subsection,  the  reasonable  costs, 
as  determined  by  the  Administrator,  of  car¬ 
rying  out  such  authority. 

(f)  The  Administrator  shall  promulgate 
such  rules  and  regulations  as  may  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  carry  out  this  section.  The  initial 
rules  and  regulations  necessary  to  carry  out 
this  section  shall  be  promulgated  not  later 
than  the  ninetieth  day  after  date  of  enact¬ 
ment  of  this  section. 
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RECEIPT  OF  APPLICATIONS  FOR 
PESTICIDE  REGISTRATION 

Data  To  Be  Considered  in  Support  of 
Applications 

On  November  19,  1973,  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (38  FR 
31862)  its  interim  policy  with  respect  to 
the  administration  of  section  3(c)  (1)  (d) 
of  the  Federal  Insecticide,  F^mgiclde,  and 
Roden tlclde  Act  (FIFRA),  as  amended. 
This  policy  provides  that  EPA  will,  upon 
receipt  of  every  application  for  registra¬ 
tion,  publish  in  the  Federal  Register  a 
notice  containing  the  information  shown 


below.  The  labeling  furnished  by  appli¬ 
cant  win  be  available  for  examinatiim  at 
the  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Room  EB-31.  East  Tower,  401  M  Street, 
SW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20460. 

On  or  before  July  28.  1975,  any  person 
who  (a)  is  or  has  been  an  applicant,  (b) 
believes  that  data  he  developed  and  sub¬ 
mitted  to  EPA  on  or  after  October  21. 
1972,  is  being  used  to  support  an  appli¬ 
cation  described  in  this  notice,  (c)  de¬ 
sires  to  assert  a  claim  for  compensation 
under  section  3(c)(1)(D)  for  such  use 
of  his  data,  and  (d)  wishes  to  preserve 
his  right  to  have  the  Administrator  de¬ 
termine  the  amount  of  reasonable  com¬ 
pensation  to  which  he  is  entitled  for  such 
use  of  the  data,  must  notify  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  and  the  applicant  named  in  the 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register  of  his 
claim  by  certified  mail.  Notification  to 
the  Administrator  should  be  addressed  to 
the  Information  Coordination  Section, 
Technical  Services  Division  (WH-569) , 
Office  of  Pesticide  Programs.  401  M 
Street.  SW..  Washington,  D.C.  20460. 
Every  such  claimant  must  include,  at  a 
minimum,  the  information  listed  in  the 
interim  policy  of  November  19,  1973. 

Applications  submitted  under  2(a)  or 
2(b)  of  the  interim  policy  will  be  proc¬ 
essed  to  completion  in  accordance  with 
existing  procedures.  Applications  sub¬ 
mitted  under  2(c)  of  the  interim  policy 
cannot  be  made  final  until  the  60  day 
period  has  expired.  If  no  claims  are  re¬ 
ceived  within  the  60  day  period,  the 
2(c)  application  will  be  processed  ac¬ 
cording  to  normal  procedure.  However, 
if  claims  are  receiv^  within  the  60  day 
period,  the  applicants  against  whom  the 
claims  are  asserted  will  be  advised  of  the 
alternatives  available  under  the  Act.  No 
claims  will  be  accepted  for  possible  EPA 
adjudication  which  are  received  after 
July  28,  1975. 

Dated:  May  16.  1975. 

John  B.  Ritch,  Jr.. 

Director, 

Registration  Division. 

Applications  Reueiteu  (OPP-83000/256) 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  3862-LL  ABC  Compounding 
Co.,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  932,  Atlanta  OA  30301. 
BRCHdA-KIL  1.25  WEED  KILLER.  AcUve 
Ingredients:  Bromacll  (5-bromo-3-aec- 
butyl-6-methyluracll)  1.25%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  3(c) 
of  Interim  policy.  PM25 
EPA  Pile  Symbol  I0e07-Uf.  Aero  Mist,  Inc., 
990  Industrial  Park  Dr..  Marietta  OA  30062. 
MISTY  HOSPITAL  DISINFECTANT  DE¬ 
ODORANT.  Active  Ingredients:  Ortho- 
pbenylphenol  0.177%;  Para-tertlary-amyl- 
pbenol  0.045%;  Alcohol  53.508%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2 
(c)  of  interim  policy.  PM33 
EPA  FUe  Symbol  4876-LI.  AO  Supply  Co.. 
IXv.  of  Seedkem  Inc.,  Industrial  Dr..  Hop- 
ktnsvllle  KY  42240.  CHLORDANB-8  TER¬ 
MITE  (XJNTROL.  Active  Ingredients : 
Technical  Chlordane  72%;  Aromatic  petro¬ 
leum  Derivative  Solvent  31%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  Interim  poUcy.  PM15 
EPA  Reg.  No.  1730-38.  American  Cyanamld 
Co.,  859  Berdan  Ave.,  Wayne  NJ  07470. 
PINE  SOL.  Active  Ingredients;  Pine  Oil 
30.0%;  Isopropanol  10.9%;  Soap  10.0%. 
Method  of  Supp>ort;  Application  proceeds 
under  2(a)  of  interim  policy.  Republished: 
Additional  uses.  PM32 
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EPA  File  Symbol  14451-B.  Antlseptol  Chem. 
Corp^  141  Central  Ave.,  Farmingdale  NT 
11736.  A  TO  Z  SANNI  RINSE.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  Alkyl  (60%  C14,  30%  C16.  6% 
C12.  6%  CIS)  Dimethyl  Benzyl  Anunonlum 
Chlorides  1.28%;  Alkyl  (68%  C12,  32% 
C14)  Dimethyl  Bthylbenzyl  Ammonium 
Chlorides  1.28%;  Sodium  carbonate  2.00%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  PM31 
EPA  Beg.  No.  18633-2.  Ashland  Chem.  Co., 
Dlv.  of  Ashland  Oil,  Inc.,  PO  Box  2219, 
Columbus  OH  43216.  VARIQUAT  60MC. 
Active  Ingredients:  Alkyl  (60%  C14.  40% 
C13,  10%  C16)  dimethylbenzyl  ammonium 
chlorides  60.0%.  Isopropyl  alcohol  7.6%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  interim  policy.  PM31 
EPA  File  Symbol  35009-R.  Associated  Water 
Conditioners,  Inc.,  Route  202,  Mt.  Kemble 
Ave.,  Morristown  NJ  07960.  BIOCIDE  467. 
Active  Ingredients:  Sodium  Dlmethyldl- 
thlocarbamate  16%;  Nabam  (Dlsodlum 
Ethylene  Blsdlthiocarbamate)  16%.  Meth¬ 
od  of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(c)  of  interim  policy.  PM33 
EPA  FUe  Symbol  1246&-RL.  Bell  Labs.,  Inc., 
Box  6133,  Madison  WI  63706.  ’‘RAZE’’  RAT 
AND  MOUSE  BAIT  PELLETED  READY  TO 
USB  BAIT  FOR  RATS  AND  MICE. 
Active  Ingredients:  Warfarin,  (S-(Alpha- 
AoetonylBenzyl)  -  4  -  Hydroxycoumarln) 
0.026%;  Nl-(2-OulnoxallnyI)  Sulfanilam¬ 
ide  (Sulfaqulnoxallne)  0.026%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  Interim  policy.  PMl  1 
EPA  Pile  Symbol  1767-AE.  Drew  Chem.  Corp., 
701  Jefferson  Rd.,  Paislppany  NJ  07054. 
BIOSPERSE  216.  Active  Ingredients: 
Dloctyl  dimethyl  ammonium  chloride  60%; 
Ethyl  alcohol  10%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim 
policy.  PMSl 

BPA  File  Symbol  35941 -R.  Edwards  Industrial 
Center,  740  Uoyd  Rd.,  Matawan  NJ  07747. 
EDTIARD’S  INSECT  CONTROL.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  (6-Benzyl-3-fiU7l) methyl  2,2- 
dlmethyl  -  3  -  (2  -  methylprc^enyDcyclo- 
prop>anecarboxylate  0.1(X>%;  Related  com¬ 
pounds  0.014%;  Aromatic  petroleum  hydro¬ 
carbons  0.132%;  Petroleum  distillate 
99.760%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 
PM17 

SPA  Ptts  Symbol  36841-B.  Edwards  Industrial 
Center.  740  Llc^  Rd.,  Matawan  NJ  07747. 
BUG-OUT  INSECTICIDE.  Active  Ingre¬ 
dients:  (6-Benzyl-3-furyl)  methyl  2,2-dl- 
methyl  -3  -  (2  -  methylpropenyl)cyclo- 

pr<^>anecarboxylate  0.250%;  Belated  com¬ 
pounds  0.034%;  Aromatic  pc^oleum  hydro¬ 
carbons  0.331%;  Petroleum  distillate 
90.376%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 
PM17 

BPA  FUe  Symbol  3286-UA.  The  Ferd  Steffel 
Co.,  331  Burnet  St..  San  Antonio  TX  78202. 
SrAFFEL*S  BIO  DUST.  Active  Ingredients: 
BacUlus  thuringlensls,  Berliner,  Potency 
of  320  International  Units  per  mg.  (at  least 
0.6  billion  viable  spores  per  g.)  0.064%. 
Method  of  Support:  AppUcatlon  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  interim  policy.  PM17 
BPA  Beg.  No.  7001-144.  Occidental  Chem.  Co.. 
PO  Box  198,  Lathrop  CA  96330.  60% 
MALATmON  SPRAT.  Active  Ingredients: 
Malathlon  60.0%;  Xylene  36.4%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(c)  of  Interim  pohcy.  PMIO 
BPA  File  Symbol  892-ON.  Pioneer  Mfg.  Co.. 
8063  E.  87th  St..  Cleveland  OH  44104. 
PIONEER  KO  WEED  KILLER  WITH  DRIFT 
CONTROL.  Active  Ingredients:  Petrolemn 
oH  94.94%;  2,4-Dlchlorophenoxy-acetle 
acid.  iBooctyl  ester  1.09%;  BromacU  (6- 


bromo-3-8ec-butyl-6-methyluracU)  0.98%; 
Pentachlorophenol  0.80%;  Other  Chloro- 
phen<U8  0.09%.  Method  of  Support:  Appli¬ 
cation  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  pol¬ 
icy.  PM24 

BPA  FUe  Symbol  37022-R.  Pro-Cbem,  Inc., 
16636  Broadway.  Cleveland  OH  44137. 
PROCIDE  7.  Active  Ingredients:  Polyfoxy- 
ctbylene  -  (dlmetbyUminlo)  ethylene  (dl- 
methyllmlnlo)  ethylene  dlchloride]  30.0%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  PM34 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  35939-0.  R-Square  Chem.  A 
Coating,  Inc.,  PO  Box  1919  WSB,  Oaines- 
vUle  OA  30501.  R-QUAT-16.  Active  Ingre¬ 
dients:  Octyl  decyl  dimethyl  ammonium 
chloride  1.260%;  Dioctyl  dimethyl  ammo¬ 
nium  chloride  0.625%;  Didecyl  dimethyl 
ammonium  chlcM’lde  0.625%;  Alkyl  (C8  7%, 
CIO  8%,  C12  46%  C14  24%.  C16  10%,  C18 
5%)  amino  betaine  1.000%;  Hydrogen 
chloride  8.000%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
pUcatlon  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim 
policy.  PM31 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  201-010.  Shell  Chem.  Co., 
Suite  200,  1025  Conn.  Ave.,  NW..  Washing¬ 
ton  DC  20036.  BLADEX  80  WETTABLE 
POWDER  HERBICIDE  FOR  USE  IN 
wnCHWEED  CONTROL.  Active  Ingre¬ 
dients:  2-[  (4-chloro-6-(ethylamlno)-s-tri- 
azln-2-yl]amlno(-2  -  methylproplonltrile 
80%.  Method  of  Support:  Application  pro¬ 
ceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim  policy.  PM26 

[FR  Doc.75-13487  Filed  6-27-76:8:45  am) 


IFRL  378-6;  OPP-33000/2581 

RECEIPT  OF  APPLICATIONS  FOR 
PESTICIDE  REGISTRATION 

Data  To  B«  Considered  in  Support  of 
Applications 

On  November  19,  1973,  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Rboistbr  (38  FR 
31862)  Its  interim  poUoy  with  respect  to 
the  adminietration  of  section  3(c)  (1)  (D) 
of  the  Federal  Ineecticide,  Fungicide,  and 
Rodenticide  Act  (FIFRA),  as  amended. 
This  policy  provides  that  EPA  will,  upon 
receipt  of  every  application  for  registra¬ 
tion,  publish  in  the  Fudcral  Register  a 
notice  containing  the  information  shown 
below.  The  labeling  furnished  by  the  ap¬ 
plicant  will  be  available  for  examination 
at  the  E)nvlronmental  Protection  Agency, 
Room  EB-31,  East  Tower,  401  M  Street, 
SW,  Washington  DC  20460. 

On  or  before  July  28.  1975,  any  person 
who  (a)  is  or  has  been  an  applicant,  (b) 
believes  that  data  he  developed  and  sub¬ 
mitted  to  EPA  on  or  after  October  21, 
1972,  is  being  used  to  support  an  applica¬ 
tion  described  in  this  notice,  (c)  desires 
to  assert  a  claim  for  compensation  under 
section  3(c)  (1)  (D)  for  such  use  of  his 
data,  and  (d)  wishes  to  preserve  his  right 
to  have  the  Adminlstr&tor  determine  the 
amoimt  of  reasonable  compensation  to 
which  he  is  entitled  for  such  use  of  the 
data,  must  notify  the  Administrator  and 
the  applicant  named  in  the  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  his  claim  by  certified 
mail.  Notification  to  the  Administrator 
should  be  addressed  to  the  Information 
Coordinati(m  Section,  Technical  Services 
Division  (WH-569),  OflSce  of  Pesticide 
Programs.  401  M  Street,  SW,  Washing¬ 
ton  DC  20460.  Every  such  claimant  must 


include,  at  a  minimum,  the  information 
listed  in  the  interim  policy  of  Novem¬ 
ber  19.  1973. 

Applications  submitted  under  2(a)  or 
2(b)  <rf  the  interim  policy  will  be  proc¬ 
essed  to  completion  in  accordance  with 
existing  procedures.  Applications  sub¬ 
mitted  imder  2(c)  of  the  interim  policy 
cannot  be  made  final  until  the  60-day 
period  has  expired.  If  no  claims  are  re¬ 
ceived  within  the  60-day  period,  the  2(c) 
application  will  be  processed  according 
to  normal  procedure.  However,  if  claims 
are  receiv^  within  the  60-day  period, 
the  applicants  against  whom  the  claims 
are  asserted  will  be  advised  of  the  alter¬ 
natives  available  imder  the  Act.  No 
claims  will  be  accepted  for  possible  EPA 
adjudication  which  are  received  after 
July  28.  1975. 

Dated:  May  19,  1975. 

Douglas  D.  Caupt, 

Acting  Director, 
Registration  Division. 
Applications  Received  (Opp-33000/258) 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  5481-RII.  Amvac  Chemical 
Corp.,  4100  E.  Washington  Blvd.,  Los  Ange¬ 
les  CA  90023.  DURHAM  MONURON  22% 
CONCENTRATE.  Active  Ingredients:  Mon- 
uron  (3-(p-chlorophenyl)  -1,1-dlmethylu- 
rea)  22.00%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  pol¬ 
icy.  PM24 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  2986-EE.  Atlantic  Chemi¬ 
cals,  Inc.,  PO  Box  8035,  Orlando  FL  32806. 
ATAMINE  SWIMMING  POOL  ALOAECIDE. 
Active  Ingredients:  Alkyl  (C14  60%,  C12 
26%,  C16  15%)  dimethyl  benzyl  ammo¬ 
nium  chloride  10%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim 
policy.  Republished:  Orl^naUy  2(c). 
PM24 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  3876-RRI.  Betz  Lab.,  Inc., 
4636  Somerton  Rd.,  Trevose  PA  19047. 
SLIME-TRCXj  RX-66.  Active  Ingredients: 
4-(2-nltvobutyl)  asorphollne  96.00%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  oi  Interim  policy.  PMSS 
EPA  File  Symbol  3286-UO.  Ferd  8t«0el  Co.. 
321  East  Commerce,  San  Antonio  TX 
78298.  MALATHION  25%  WETTABLE 
POWDER.  Active  Ingredients:  Malathlon 
25.00%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 
PM16 

EPA  File  Symbol  3286-UU.  Ferd  Staffel  Co. 
6%  MALATHION  DUST.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Malathlon  6.00%;  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of 
Interim  policy.  PM16 

EPA  File  Symbol  34688-RA.  Interstab  Chemi¬ 
cals,  Inc.,  1287  Air  City  Ave.,  Dayton  OH 
464()4.  CUPRI-OUARD.  Active  Ingredients: 
Cupric  Salt  of  Oluconlc  Acid  26.00%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  Interim  poUcy.  PM24 
EPA  File  Symbol  3468-RA.  Interstab  Chemi¬ 
cals,  Inc.,  800  Jersey  Ave.,  New  Brunswick 
NJ  08903.  INTERCIDE  BE.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Bis  (Tri-n-butyltln)  Oxide  60.00%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy.  PM24 
EPA  FUe  Symbol  36301-E.  J  Chem.  PO  Box 
6421,  Houston  TX  77012.  STNEROIZED 
PTRETHRINS  AREA  SPRAT.  Active  Ingre¬ 
dients:  Pyrethrlns  0.30%;  Plperonyl  But- 
oxlde  Technical  160  ;  Petroleum  distil¬ 
late  98.20%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(o)  of  Interim  policy. 
PM17 
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EPA  Beg.  No.  635-383.  E-Z  Flow  Chemical 
Co.,  Dlv.  of  Klrsto  Co..  PO  Box  808,  Lansing 
MI  48903.  E-Z  FLOW  CYTHION.  ActlT® 
lngre<Uent8:  Malatblon  (0.  O-dlmethyl  dl- 
thlopboaphate  of  dleth^  marcaptosuocl- 
nate)  67.0%:  Xylene  38.0%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  a(e) 
of  Interim  policy.  PM16 
EPA  Reg.  No.  1719-66.  Mobile  Paint  Mfg. 
Co.,  Inc.,  PO  Box  2567.  Mobile  AL  36601. 
JACK  TAB  NO-COP  VINYL  BLUE  ANTI- 
FOULINO  473-31  MARINE  FINISHES.  Ac¬ 
tive  Ingredients:  Trlbutyltln  fluoride 
11.0%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 
PM24 

EPA  File  Symbol  No.  1969-REN.  Parsons 
Chemical  Works.  Inc.,  PO  Box  146,  Grand 
Ledge  MI  48837.  PARSONS  2,4-D  WEED 
KILLER  NO.  40.  Active  Ingredients:  Dl- 
methylamlne  salt  of  a,4-Dichlorophenoxy- 
acetlo  acid  49.8%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy.  PM23 

EPA  File  Symbol  36330-R.  Bon  Bar  Lab..  32- 
02  Oreenpolnt  Ave.,  Long  Island  City  NT 
11101.  RONCHLOR.  Active  Ingredients: 
Sodium  Hypochlorite  3.25%:  Trt-sodlura 
Phosphate  expressed  as  Na3PO4-12H90 
91.75%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 
PM34 

EPA  Reg.  No.  11273-3.  Sandoc- Wander,  Inc., 
PO  Box  1489,  Crop  Protection  Dept.,  Home¬ 
stead  FL  33030.  THURICIDE-HPC.  Active 
Ingredients:  Bacillus  thurlnglenls  Berliner, 
potency  of  4,000  International  Units  (at 
least  6  million  viable  spores)  per  milligram 
0.8%:  Petroleum  hydrocarbon  solvent  3.0%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy.  PM17 
H3»A  Reg.  No.  400-104.  Unlroyal  Chemical, 
Bethany  CT  06525.  COMITE  AGRICUL¬ 
TURAL  MmciDE.  Active  Ingredients: 
Proparglte  2-(p-tert-butylphenoxy) cyclo¬ 
hexyl  2-propynyl  sulflte  75.0%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  Interim  policy.  Republished :  Added  use. 
PM18 

Corrected  Item 

The  following  Is  a  correction  to  the 
list  of  Applications  Received  previously 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

EPA  File  Symbol  2398-ETU.  Hopkins  Agri¬ 
cultural  Cbem.  Co..  PO  Box  684,  Madison 
WI  63701.  HOPKINS  DIAZINON  140  GRAN¬ 
ULAR  INSECTICIDE.  Active  Ingredients: 
0.0-dlethyl  0-(2-l8opropyl-6-methyl-4-py- 
rlmldlnyl)  Phosphorothloate  14.3%.  Meth¬ 
od  of  Support;  Application  proceeds  under 
2(c)  of  Interim  policy.  Originally  pub¬ 
lished  with  Incorrect  file  symbol.  PM16  (40 
FR  18031) 

|FR  Doc.76-13662  Filed  5-27-75:8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD 

(No.  75-4441 

DE  NOVO  BRANCHING  IN  HAMILTON 
COUNTY,  OHIO 

Termination 

Mat  19, 1975. 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  the  Federal 
Home  Loan  Bank  Board  has  terminated 
the  moratorium  on  de  novo  branching 
by  Federal  savings  and  loan  associations 
in  Hamilton  County,  Ohio,  by  the  follow¬ 
ing  resolution  adopted  by  the  Board  on 
May  ID,  1975: 

Raaolved  that  section  III  ("Hamilton 
County,  Ohio")  of  the  "Working  Understand¬ 
ing  between  the  Federal  Home  Locm  Bank 


Board  and  the  Ohio  Division  of  Building  and 
Loan  Associations  for  Coordination  of  Pre¬ 
requisite  Requirements  and  Administrative 
Treatment  of  Applications  for  New  Facili¬ 
ties",  approved  by  Board  Resolutton  No.  74- 
1013,  dated  December  18.  1974.  Is  hereby 
temilnated  with  reepect  to  Federal  associa¬ 
tions  effective  June  30, 1975  or  on  such  earlier 
date  as  said  Ohio  Division  may  terminate 
said  Section  ni  with  respect  to  Ohio-char¬ 
tered  associations;  and  after  such  termina¬ 
tion  the  Board  wUl  accept  branch  office  ap¬ 
plications  In  Hamilton  County  by  Federal 
associations. 

Resolved  further  That  the  remainder  of 
said  Understanding  Is  hereby  reaffirmed. 

By  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board. 

[seal]  Grenville  L.  Millard,  Jr., 

Assistant  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-13836  Plied  5-27-75:8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  75-181 

PUERTO  RICO  MARITIME  SHIPPING 
AUTHORITY 

Order  of  Investigation  and  Suspension  of 

Reduced  Rates  From  Florida  to  Puerto 

Rico 

Effective  May  25. 1975,  the  Puerto  Rico 
Maritime  Shipping  Authority  (herein¬ 
after  PRMSA)  proposes  to  reduce  rates 
on  certain  tariff  items  set  forth  in  its 
tariff,  FMC-F,  No.  1.‘  PRMSA,  currently 
serving  the  Continental  U.S.  ports  of  New 
York,  Baltimore.  Charleston.  Jackson¬ 
ville  and  New  Orleans,  would  by  these 
provisions  reduce  the  above-noted  rates 
applicable  to  Jacksonville,  Florida  and 
extend  service  to  the  Port  of  Miami, 
Florida,  with  the  reduced  rates  applica¬ 
ble.  The  prospective  service,  to  triangu¬ 
late  between  San  Juan,  Jacksonville  and 
Miami,  would  be  facilitated  by  one  of 
PRMSA’s  RoU-on/Roll-off  (Ro/Ro)  ves¬ 
sels  that  would  otherwise  be  serving  the 
Port  of  New  York. 

TMT  Trailer  Ferry,  Inc.  (hereinafter 
TMT) ,  a  barge  carrier  serving  Jackson¬ 
ville  and  Miami,  and  F*uerto  Rico,  and 
the  only  carrier  affording  substantial 
competition  to  the  recently  consolidated 
service  maintained  by  PRMSA,  protested 
the  proposed  reduction  In  rates.  TMT's 
protest  alleges  In  substance,  that:  (1) 
The  reduced  rates  are  exclusive  to  Jack¬ 
sonville  and  Miami  and  therefore  corre¬ 
spondingly  below  the  rates  for  service 

*■  Sm  the  taUowing  UUe: 
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rendered  by  PRMSA  from  the  Ports  of 
New  Yoiic,  Baltimore  and  New  Orleans, 
and  could  result  In  an  unlawful  diver¬ 
sion  of  cargo  to  PRMSA’s  prospective 
service:  (2)  the  reduced  rates  would  be 
non-compensatory  given  PRMSA’s  cur¬ 
rently  unprofitable  operation;  (3)  the 
reductions  would  be  to  levels  identical 
with  those  rates  on  commodities  vital  to 
TMT,  causing  irreparable  harm  to  TMT, 
and  eventually  resulting  in  monopoliza- 
tiem  of  that  trade  by  PRMSA,  and  (4) 
the  elimination  of  the  rate  differential 
between  'TMTs  rates  and  PRMSA’s  rates 
violates  the  principles  stated  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  In  Docket  No.  1182,  "Rates  from 
Jacksonville.  Florida  to  F*uerto  Rico,”  10 
FMC  376  (1967).  where  the  Commission 
allowed  a  rate  differential  based  on  cost 
differences  In  the  value  of  service. 

The  General  Electric  Company  pro¬ 
tested  the  proposed  redeployment  of  the 
Ro/Ro  vessel  from  New  York  to  Florida, 
stating  in  substance  that  such  would 
seriously  impair  its  shipments  and  cause 
detriment  to  the  economy  of  Puerto 
Rico. 

PRMSA  replied  to  the  protests,  disput¬ 
ing  the  allegations  set  forth,  and  averred 
in  substance  that:  1.  It  desired  to  pro¬ 
vide  an  alternative  source  of  transporta¬ 
tion  to  shippers  from  Jacksonville  and 
Miami,  2.  Additional  capacity  south¬ 
bound  was  sorely  needed.  3.  Four  of  the 
proposed  reductions  were  to  levels  pre¬ 
viously  charged  by  Sea-Land  Service, 
Inc.  when  it  served  I*uerto  Rico  from 
Jacksonville  and  Miami  in  competition 
with  TMT,  and  4.  A  regulated  carrier 
has  a  right  to  Initiate  rates  to  meet 
competition  provided  the  rates  are  com¬ 
pensatory  and  not  lower  than  necessary 
to  meet  the  competition. 

U[>on  consideration  of  the  above  mat¬ 
ter.  the  Commission  is  of  the  opinion 
that  the  proposed  reductions  should  be 
made  the  subject  of  a  public  investiga¬ 
tion  and  hearing  to  determine  whether 
they  are  unjust,  unreasonable  or  other¬ 
wise  imlawful  under  sections  16,  First 
and  18(a)  of  the  Shipping  Act.  1916, 
and/or  sections  3  and  4  of  the  Inter¬ 
coastal  Shipping  Act,  1933,  and  good 
cause  appearing; 

Therefore,  it  is  ordered.  That  pursuant 
to  the  authority  of  section  22  of  the 
Shipping  Act.  1916.  and  sections  3  and 
4  of  the  Intercoastal  Shipping  .  Act, 
1933.  an  investigation  is  hereby  Instituted 
into  the  lawfulness  of  PRMSA’s  proposed 
reductions  for  the  purpose  of  making 
such  findings  smd  orders  as  the  facts  and 
circumstances  warrant.  In  the  event  that 
the  tariff  matter  hereby  placed  under 
investigation  is  further  changed,  amend¬ 
ed,  or  reissued  such  changes  are  hereby 
ordered  to  be  made  a  peurt  of  this  in¬ 
vestigation; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  pursuant 
to  section  3.  Intercoastal  Shipping  Act, 
1933,  the  tariff  items  above-noted  from 
the  Puerto  Rico  Maritime  Shipping  Au¬ 
thority’s  Tariff  PMC-P  No.  1  are  here¬ 
by  suspended  and  the  use  thereof  de¬ 
ferred  to  and  including  September  24, 
1975,  unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission; 
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It  is  turther  ordered.  ITiat  there  shall 
be  filed  Immediately  by  PRMSA  a  con¬ 
secutively  numbered  supplement  to  the 
aforesaid  tariff  which  supplement  shall 
bear  iu>  effective  date,  shall  reproduce 
the  portion  of  this  order  wherein  the 
suspended  matter  Is  described  and  shall 
state  that  the  aforesaid  matter  is  sus¬ 
pended  and  may  not  be  used  until  Sep¬ 
tember  25,  1975,  unless  otherwise  au¬ 
thorized  by  the  Commission  and  that  the 
rates  and  charges  heretofore  in  effect 
and  which  were  to  be  changed  by  the  sus¬ 
pended  matter  shall  remain  in  effect 
during  the  period  of  suspension,  and 
neither  tl^  matter  suspended  nor  the 
matter  continued  in  effect  as  a  result 
of  suspension  may  be  changed  imtil  this 
proceeding  has  been  disposed  of  or  until 
the  period  of  suspension  has  expired, 
whichever  comes  first,  unless  otherwise 
ord^ed  by  the  Cmnmission ; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  pursuant 
to  seeti^  18(a)  of  the  Shipping  Act. 
1016,  and  sections  S  and  4  of  Uie  Inter- 
eoBstal  Shipping  Act,  1933,  a  determina¬ 
tion  ^udl  be  made  as  to  whether  the 
proposed  reductions  are  just  and  reason¬ 
able; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  pursuant 
to  section  16  First  of  the  Shipping  Act, 
1916,  a  determination  shall  be  made  as 
to  whether  PRMSA’s  proposed  reduc¬ 
tions  are  likely  to  result  in  undue  or  un¬ 
reasonable  preference  or  advantage  to 
dippers  using  the  ports  of  Jacksonville 
and  Miami  or  imdue  or  unreasonable 
prejudice  or  disadvantage  to  shippers 
using  other  Atlantic  and  Gulf  Coast 
ports. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  copies  of 
this  order  shall  be  filed  with  the  appro¬ 
priate  tariff  schedules  in  the  Bureau  of 
Complismce  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  pursuant 
to  section  21  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916, 
the  respondent  shall  submit  schedules 
showing  vessel  utilization,  on  a  voyage- 
by-voyage  basis,  between  Charleston, 
South  Carolina,  Jacksonville  and  Miami, 
Florida  on  the  one  hand,  and  San  Juan. 
Puerto  Rico  on  the  other  hand.  The  re¬ 
port  shall  clearly  show  the  number  of 
container-trailer  spaces  and  automobile 
spaces  available  for  each  port  on  each 
vessel  on  each  voyage,  and  the  number 
of  these  spaces  utilized  by  revenue  pro¬ 
ducing  units  both  southbound  and  north¬ 
bound.  These  reports  shall  be  submitted 
to  the  Director.  Bureau  of  Compliance 
not  later  than  five  normal  working  days 
after  the  completion  of  each  vessel’s 
voyage,  after  the  commencement  of  the 
service  extension  to  Miami; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  PRMSA  be 
named  as  Respondent  in  this  proceeding 
and  that  TMT  'Trailer  Perry,  Inc.  and 
the  General  Electric  Company  be  named 
as  Complainants; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  be  assigned  for  public  hearing 
before  an  Administrative  Law  Judge  of 
the  commission’s  OfiBce  of  Administra¬ 
tive  Law  Judges  and  that  the  hearing 
be  held  at  a  date  and  place  to  be  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Presiding  Administrative 
'  Law  Judge,  but  in  any  event,  the  hear¬ 


ing  shall  commence  not  later  than  July 
29,  1975; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  (I)  a  copy 
of  this  order  be  forthwith  served  upon 
the  respondent,  complainants  and  upon 
the  Commission’s  Bureau  of  Hearing 
Counsel  and  published  in  the  Federal 
Register;  and  (ID  the  respondent,  com¬ 
plainants  and  Hearing  Counsel  be  duly 
served  with  notice  of  time  and  place  of 
the  hearing. 

All  persons  (including  individuals, 
corporations,  associations,  firms,  part¬ 
nerships  and  public  bodies)  having  an 
Interest  in  this  proceeding  and  desiring 
to  Intervene  herein  should  notify  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission  promptly 
and  file  petitions  for  leave  to  Intervene 
in  accordance  with  rule  5(1)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro- 
cedime  (46  CTFR  502.72)  with  a  copy  to 
all  parties  to  this  proceeding. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Francis  C.  Hurney, 

Secretary. 

i PR  Doc .75- 13845  Piled  6-27-76:8:46  am) 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

(DockeliNo.  E-8360] 

ALABAMA  POWER  CO. 

Revisions  in  Interconnection  Agreement 
May  20. 1975. 

Take  notice  that  Alabama  Power  Com¬ 
pany  (AppUcant)  on  May  12,  1975  filed 
with  the  Federal  Power  Commission  Re¬ 
vised  Exhibit  B  to  the  Interconnection 
Agreement  between  Applicant  and  Ala¬ 
bama  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.,  which 
was  accepted  for  filing  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  designated  as  Applicant  Rate 
Schedule  FPC  No.  133.  Revised  Exhibit  B 
is  stated  to  be  submitted  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  5.05  of  said  Interconnection  Agree¬ 
ment  and  refiects  agreement  between  the 
parties  to  the  estimated  maximum  inte¬ 
grated  peak  hour  demands  as  reflected 
therein.  Applicant  further  filed  in  the 
form  of  Statement  O,  pursuant  to  §  35.13 
of  the  Commission’s  regulations,  a  change 
in  the  fuel  cost  adjustment  factor  to  be 
used  under  the  Interconnection  Agree¬ 
ment  in  the  ensuing  contract  year.  The 
application  states,  however,  that  the  bill¬ 
ing  imder  the  new  fuel  cost  adjustment 
factor  is  subject  to  the  decision  of  this 
Commission  In  Docket  No.  E-8360  now 
pending  liefore  this  Commission  for  de¬ 
cision.  That  docket  involves  a  contro¬ 
versy  between  Applicant  and  Alabama 
Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.  regarding  the 
use  of  a  transmission  loss  multiplier  in 
the  calculation  of  the  fuel  cost  adjust¬ 
ment  factor. 

A  copy  of  this  filing  was  served  upon 
Alabama  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  Intervene  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  §§  1.8  or  1.10  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18 
CFR  1.8, 1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  pro¬ 
tests  should  be  filed  on  or  before  June  3, 
1975.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 


Commission  In  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to  be¬ 
come  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene.  Copies  of  this  applicatlmi  are  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  are  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.76-13771  Piled  6-27-75:8:45  am) 


{Docket  No.  £-9436] 

CENTRAL  TELEPHONE  AND  UTILITIES 
CORP. 

Filing  of  Addendum  to  Contract 

Mat  20,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  8,  1975,  Cen- 
tral  Telephone  and  Utilities  CTorporatlon 
(C7TU) ,  tendered  for  filing  an  Addendum, 
dated  April  1,  1975,  to  the  contract  of 
OcU^r  31,  1973,  between  Central  Tele¬ 
phone  and  Utilities  Corporation  and  the 
Victory  Electric  Cooperative  Association, 
Ine. 

The  Addendum,  agreed  to  between  the 
parties,  modifies  in  part  Article  H,  Para¬ 
graph  2.4  of  said  CJontract.  The  Contract 
remains  in  fun  force  and  effect  except 
as  to  this  modification. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  Intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission.  825  North  Capitol 
Street.  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §9  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  AU  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  be¬ 
fore  June  10,  1975.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  In  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  Intervene.  Copies  of  thLs  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc  76-13772  Piled  6-27-76:8:46  am) 


[Docket  No.  B-9338) 

CENTRAL  TELEPHONE  &  UTILITIES 
CORP. 

Addendum  to  Rate  Contract 

May  20,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  24,  1975, 
Central  Triephone  &  Utilities  Corp.  filed 
an  Addendum  to  their  contract  with 
C34.S.  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.,  dated 
October  19.  1973.  The  Addendum  sets 
forth  several  revised  delivery  points  and 
the  appropriate  descriptions  thereof. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before  June 
3, 1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  peti¬ 
tions  to  Interveile  or  protests  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
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(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  considered 
by  It  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Persons  wishing  to  become  par¬ 
ties  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  In  any  hearing  therein  must  file 
petitions  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  rules.  The  application 
is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection. 

EIsstneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary, 

(PR  DOC.75-13T73  PUed  &-27-76:8:46  ami 


(Docket  No.  E-9445] 

CENTRAL  VERMONT  PUBUC  SERVICE 
CORP. 

Filing  of  Rate  Schedule 

Mat  20,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  15.  1975  the 
Central  Vermont  Public  Service  Cor¬ 
poration  (Central  Vermont)  tendered  for 
filing  the  following  rate  schedule: 

Purchase  Agreement  for  the  sale  of  sixty 
thousand  kilowatts  (60.000  KW)  and  re¬ 
lated  energy  from  certain  Vermont  gas  tur¬ 
bines  to  the  Central  Maine  Power  Company, 
dated  as  of  Pehruary  Si,  1975. 

Central  Vermont  states  that  service  un¬ 
der  this  Agreement  b^an  at  11:59  p.m. 
cm  February  28,  1975  and  terminated  at 
11:59  p.m.  on  April  30,  1975.  Service  to 
Central  Maine  under  this  rate  schedule 
to  stated  to  consist  of  the  sale  of  60,000 
KW  capacity  and  related  energy  for  de¬ 
livery  as  emergency  reserve,  and  to  to 
be  provided  on  the  basis  of  a  capacity 
charge  at  $69,000  per  month.  This  ca¬ 
pacity  charge  Includes  $1.50  KW  per 
year  to  cover  the  estimated  cost  of 
charges  by  Vermont  Electric  Power  Com¬ 
pany  (Velco)  to  Central  Vermont  under 
other  contracts  between  Central  Ver¬ 
mont  and  Velco  for  the  transmission  of 
power  by  Velco.  C^tral  Vermont  fur¬ 
ther  states  that  the  proposed  rate  sched¬ 
ule  also  Includes  a  malntaiance  charge 
of  one  mill  per  KWH  and  an  energy 
charge  equal  to  fuel  expense  actually  In¬ 
curred  to  operate  the  gas  turbines  neces¬ 
sary  to  serve  Cratral  Maine. 

Central  Vermont  requests  a  waiver  of 
1 35.3  of  the  Commi^lon’s  rules  and 
regulations  to  allow  an  effective  date  of 
March  1,  1975,  citing  extensive  contract 
negotiations  with  Central  Maine,  and 
no  effect  upon  purchasers  of  Central  Ver¬ 
mont’s  gas  turbine  power  under  other 
rate  schedules  If  granted. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  Intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  In 
accordance  with  if  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  pe- 
tltlcms  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  June  3,  1975.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  actlmi  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  preceedlng.  Any 


person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  avallaUe  for  public  Inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.76-13774  PUed  6-27-75;8:46  am] 


(Docket  No.  E-76311 

CLEVELAND  ELECTRIC  ILLUMINATING 
CO. 

Filing  of  Interconnection  Agreement 
May  20,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  28,  1975, 
Cleveland  Electric  Illuminating  Com¬ 
pany  (CEU)  filed  with  the  Commission 
an  interconnection  agreement  between 
CEI  and  the  City  of  Cleveland,  Ohio 
(City)  pursuant  to  Opinion  No.  644,  is¬ 
sued  January  11,  1973  (49  FP.C.  118) 
In  Docket  Nos.  E^-7631,  et  al. 

Specifically  the  agreement,  dated 
April  17,  1975,  provides  for  the  installa¬ 
tion  and  operation  ef  a  138  kv  synchro¬ 
nous  Interconnection  for  emergency  serv¬ 
ice  which  Is  expected  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  April  29.  1975.  Due  to  the  nature  of 
the  service  to  be  rendered,  CEI  to  pres¬ 
ently  imable  to  estimate  the  revenues 
from  any  emergency  service. 

Pursuant  to  §  35.11  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  regulations,  CEI  requests  waiver 
of  the  notice  requirement  in  order  that 
the  agreement  may  become  effective 
upon  the  date  the  interconnection  facili¬ 
ties  become  avail£d)le  to  provide  emer¬ 
gency  service. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  Intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington.  D.C.  20426,  In 
accordance  with  S8  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  Jrme  6. 1975.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  In  determin¬ 
ing  the  fq>proprlate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  Intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  Inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.76-18775  Filed  6-27-75:8:45  am] 
(Docket  No.  RP74-77] 

COLORADO  INTERSTATE  GAS  CO. 

Proposed  Settlefoent  Agreement 

Mat  20,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  12.  1975, 
Colorado  Interstate  Oas  Company  (CIO) 
filed  with  the  Commission  a  proposed 
Stipulation  and  Agreement  of  Settle¬ 
ment  In  the  above-captioned  dockeL 
CIO  states  that  It.  all  Intervenors,  and 
the  Commission  Staff  have  agreed  to  the 
substance  of  this  agreement,  and  that 
no  person  has  exiMressed  any  (^position 
or  disagreement  with  the  proposed 
settlement 


CIO  also  states  that  copies  ci  the  pro¬ 
posed  Settlement  Agreement  were  mailed 
to  each  of  Its  customers,  all  parties  to 
the  instant  proceeding,  and  Interested 
state  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition* 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street.  NE.,  Washington.  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  99  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CfFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  June  2, 1975.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  In  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  jserson 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  Intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  Inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.76-13776  PUed  5-27-76:8:46  am] 


(Docket  No.  RP72-89] 

COLUMBIA  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

Compliance  Filing 

Mat  20,  1974. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  5,  1975,  Co¬ 
lumbia  Gas  ’Transmission  Corporation 
(Columbia)  tendered  for  filing  certain 
revised  tariff  sheets.  Third  Revised  Sheet 
No.  62A  and  Third  Revised  Sheet  No. 
62B,  excluding  the  compensation  features 
fnnn  the  curtailment  provisions  of  the 
General  Terms  and  Conditions  contained 
In  Its  FT*C  Gas  Tariff.  Original  Volume 
No.  1,  to  be  effective  May  1,  1975,  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Commission’s  order 
Issued  April  25,  1975,  In  the  above-cap¬ 
tioned  proceeding. 

C(H>les  of  the  filing  were  served  iqion 
Columbia’s  jurisdictional  cusUmiers  and 
interested  state  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  Intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission.  825  North  Capitol 
Street  NE.,  Washlngtcm,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  99  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  C?FR  1.8  and  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  May  28. 1975.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Ccmimlsslon  In  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  Intervene  In  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  rules.  Persons  that  have 
previously  filed  a  notice  or  petition  for 
Intervention  In  this  proceeding  need  not 
file  additional  notices  or  petitions  to  be¬ 
come  parties  with  respect  to  the  Instant 
filing.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  an  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  Inflection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doo.75-13777  Filed  5-a7-75;8:46  am] 
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(Docket  No.  CP74-104] 

COLUMBIA  GULF  TRANSMISSION  CO. 

Petition  To  Amend 

May  20,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  7.  1975,  Co- 
Imnbia  Gulf  Transmission  Company 
(Petitioner),  P.O.  Box  683,  Houston, 
Texas  77001,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP74-104 
a  petition  to  amend  the  order  of  the 
Commission  issued  in  the  subject  docket 
on  January  31,  1974  (51  FPC  383),  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natival  Gas 
Act.  as  Implemented  by  §  157.7(g)  of  the 
regxilations  thereunder  (18  CFR  157.7 
<g) ) .  by  increasing  the  single  project  in- 
stall^ion  cost  limitation  from  $500,000 
to  $714,558,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in 
the  petition  which  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

By  order  Issued  January  31, 1974,  Peti¬ 
tioner  was  granted  a  budget-type  certifi¬ 
cate  authorizinc  eonstmetion,  and  per¬ 
mitting  and  approving  the  abandonment, 
for  calendar  year  1974,  and  operation  of 
field  gas  compression  and  related  facili¬ 
ties.  Construction  authorization  was 
limited  to  a  total  cost  of  $2,000,000  and 
a  maximum  of  $500,000  for  any  one 
project. 

Applicant  states  that  it  constructed  a 
compressor  unit  pursuant  to  such  au¬ 
thorization  and  that  the  actual  cost  of 
such  construction  was  $714,558.  Appli¬ 
cant  explains  that  although  it  had  origi¬ 
nally  estimated  the  cost  of  the  com¬ 
pressor  imlt  to  be  $466,000,  a  change  in 
location  and  inflation  caused  the  cost 
ovemm  substantially  as  follows: 

(1)  'Hie  cost  of  the  compression  package, 
InstaUed,  Increased  from  $391,000  to  $530,200, 
for  an  Increase  of  $139,200.  Tills  Increase  Is 
said  to  have  been  caused  by  unanticipated 
Increases  In  the  cost  of  the  unit  Itself  and 
In  associated  marsh  dredging  costs  and  In¬ 
stallation  costs. 

(2)  The  cost  of  an  electric  generator  pack¬ 
age,  InstaUed.  Increased  92J900,  from  $75,000 
to  $77,900. 

(3)  For  safety  reasons  the  compression  was 
not  Installed  adjacent  to  an  existing  pro¬ 
ducer  separation  platform  as  oiiglnaUy 
planned  but  over  100  feet  away  from  It.  Peti¬ 
tioner  states  that  this  change  of  site  necessi¬ 
tated  construction  of  a  separate  boat  land¬ 
ing.  separators  and  sump,  at  a  cost  of  $20,800. 

(4)  For  the  reason  described  In  (3)  above, 
elevated  walkways  were  Installed  to  ocmnect 
the  new  unit  with  existing  InstaUatlons,  at 
a  cost  at  $23,300. 

(5)  Inspection,  supervision  and  transpor- 
tatkjn  costs  Increased  $21,500  along  with  the 
Increased  work  done. 

(8)  As  a  result  of  Increased  material  costs, 
state  and  pariah  sales  taxes  Increased  $20,500. 
Thus,  total  direct  costs  Increased  from 
$488,000  to  $894,558,  or  $228,000  (Items  (1) 
through  (8)). 

(7)  Labor  overheads  associated  with  the 
Increased  construction  Increased  $204)58. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  to  amend  should  on  or  before 
June  9.  1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  ( 18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regu¬ 
lations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 


CTR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  aivropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plttmb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-13778  Filed  5-27-76; 8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  10-1547] 

W.  E.  CORNELIUS 
Supplemental  Application 

May  20, 1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  30,  1975, 
W.  E.  Cornelius  (Applicant),  filed  a  sup¬ 
plemental  application  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  pursuant  to  section 
305(b)  of  the  Federal  Power  Act,  seeking 
authority  to  hold  the  following  positicm: 

Director,  Mimourl  DtlllUee  Company,  Public 

UUllty 

Missouri  Utilities  is  engaged  in  the 
generation,  purchase  and  sale  of  elec¬ 
tric  energy  and  in  the  purchase  and  sale 
of  natural  gas  within  portions  of  the 
State  of  Missouri.  It  also  provides  water 
service  in  (Tape  Girardeau,  Missouri. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  June  5, 
1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission.  Washington.  D.C.  20426,  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  or  protests  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  AU  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Persons  wishing  to  become 
parties  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must 
file  petitions  to  Intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission's  rules.  The  appli¬ 
cation  Is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Pluxb, 
Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.75-13779  Filed  5-27-75;8:46  am] 


(Docket  No.  E-8947] 

DELMARVA  POWER  AND  UGHT  CO. 

Extension  of  Procedural  Dates 

May  20,  1975. 

On  May  15, 1975,  the  Municipal  Inter- 
venors  filed  a  motion  to  extend  the  pro¬ 
cedural  dates  fixed  by  order  Iskied 
March  14. 1975,  as  most  recently  modified 
by  notice  issued  May  2.  1975,  in  the 
above-designated  matter.  ’The  motion 
states  that  the  parties  have  been  notified 
and  have  no  objection. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above  matter  are  modified  as  follows: 


Service  of  Intervenor*a  Testimony,  June  13, 
1076. 

Service  of  Ckunpany  Bebuttal,  June  27,  1975. 
Hearing,  July  7.  1976  (10  a.m..  ed.t.). 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-13780  Filed  6-27-75;8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  £-0381] 

IOWA  POWER  AND  UGHT  CO. 

(Cancellation 

May  20,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  7, 1975,  Iowa 
Power  and  Light  Company  (Iowa  Power) 
tendered  for  filing  a  notice  of  cancella¬ 
tion  of  a  wholesale  rate  schedule  for  the 
Town  of  Imogene,  Iowa,  designated  Iowa 
Power  Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  10.  as 
amended.  Iowa  Power  states  that  effec¬ 
tive  March  27,  1975,  it  will  acquire  the 
electric  distribution  system  within  the 
Town  of  Imogene  and  will  furnish  elec¬ 
tricity  to  the  Town  on  a  retail  basis. 

Iowa  Power  states  that  copies  of  the 
notice  of  cancellation  have  been  mailed 
to  the  Town  of  Imogene,  Iowa  and  the 
Iowa  State  Commerce  Commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  Intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission.  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  §§1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  (TFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  May  30,  1975.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  Intervene.  Copies  of  this 
Notice  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-13781  Filed  5-27-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  £-9441] 

LAKE  SUPERIOR  DISTRKTT  POWER  CO. 
Filing  of  Su|)erseding  Wheeling  Agreement 
May  20, 1975. 

’Take  notice  that  on  May  5,  1975,  Lake 
Superior  District  Power  Company 
(LSDP)  tendered  for  filing  a  contract 
to  provide  wheeling  services  for  Dairy - 
land  Power  Cooperative  (DPC).  LSDP 
concurrently  filed  a  notice  of  termina¬ 
tion  of  the  previous  contract.  LSIH*  re¬ 
quests  waiver  of  the  Commission’s  30 
day  advance  filing  imulrement  in  order 
that  an  effective  date  of  May  1,  1975 
may  be  established.  ’The  contract  is  an 
interim  agreement. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  Intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE..  Washington.  D.C.  20426,  In 
accordance  with  |§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro- 
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cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  hied  on  or 
before  June  6,  1975.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  hie  a 
petition  to  Intervene.  Copies  of  this  hling 
are  on  hie  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

KEifNETH  P.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-13782  FUed  6-27-76:8:46  airi^ 


{Do(*et  Nos.  RP73-109  and  RP74-961 

NORTHWEST  PIPELINE  CORP. 
Extension  of  Procedural  Dates 

May  20, 1975. 

On  May  16,  1975,  Staff  Counsel  hied 
a  motion  to  extend  the  procedural  dates 
hxed  by  order  Issued  Jime  28,  1974,  as 
most  recently  modihed  by  order  Issued 
February  13,  1975,  in  the  above-desig¬ 
nated  matter.  The  motion  states  that 
the  parties  have  been  notihed  and  have 
no  objection. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above  matter  are  modihed  as  follows: 

Service  of  Staff’s  Testimony,  July  7, 1976. 
Service  of  Intervenor's  Testimony,  July  23, 
1975. 

Service  of  Company  Rebuttal,  August  8,  1975. 
Hearing,  September  3,  1975  (10  a.m.,  exl.t.). 

Kenreth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.76-18783  Filed  6-27-76:8:46  am) 


[Docket  No.  E-942g] 

OHIO  POWER  CO. 

Filing  of  initial  Rate  Schedule 

Take  notice  that  on  May  6,  1975,  Ohio 
Power  Company  (Ohio  Power),  tendered 
for  hling  copies  of  an  Agreement  dated 
April  1,  1974,  between  American  Munici¬ 
pal  Power-Ohlo,  Inc.  (AMP-Ohlo),  and 
Ohio  Power  Company,  as  supplemented 
by  letter  agreement  dated  April  24,  1975. 
The  Agreement  sets  forth  terms  pursuant 
to  which  (1)  Ohio  Power  proposes  to 
render  to  AMP-Ohlo,  transmission  serv¬ 
ice,  and  may  render  emergency  service, 
short-term  service  and  limited  term  serv¬ 
ice,  for  the  beneht  of  Patrons  of  AMP- 
Ohlo,  and  (2)  AMP-Ohlo  may  render 
emergency  service,  short-term  service 
and  limited  term  service  to  Ohio  Power. 
The  (Company  states  the  purposes  of  the 
AMP-Ohlo  Power  Agreement  are  to  en¬ 
able  AMP-Ohlo  to  achieve  for  the  beneht 
of  the  municipal  electric  systems  in  Ohio 
which  are  from  time  to  time  Patrons  of 
AMP-Ohlo  benehts  derived  fitHn  econ¬ 
omies  of  scale  and  the  coordination  of 
programs  and  operations  of  Its  Patrons, 
through  the  services  provided  under  the 
AMP-Ohlo  Agreement. 

The  rate  for  transmission  service 
rendered  by  Ohio  Power  to  AMP-Ohlo,  Is 
$1.00/kw/month,  resulting  In  a  monthly 
charge,  assuming  a  load  factor  of  70  per¬ 


cent,  of  approximately  1.86  mills  per 
kwh.  The  rate  contained  In  the  Agree¬ 
ment  for  emergency  service  on  a  recip¬ 
rocal  basis  is  110  percent  of  out-of- 
pocket  costs  of  the  supplier  or  17.5  mills 
per  kwh.  The  rates  relative  to  short-term 
service  and  limited  term  service  on  a 
reciprocal  basis,  the  Company  states,  are 
substantially  the  same  as  those  for  such 
services  in  1975  reflected  In  interconnec¬ 
tion  agreements  between  Ohio  Power 
and  other  systems,  and  which,  on 
March  24,  1975  in  Docket  No.  E-9241, 
were  accepted  for  filing  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion. 

The  Company  states  that  the  AMP- 
Ohlo  Power  Agreement  has  an  effective 
date  contingent  on  the  occurence  of  the 
last  of  certain  events  specified  In  S  12.04 
of  said  Agreement.  The  Company  re¬ 
quests  the  Commission  accept  said  Agree¬ 
ment  as  promptly  as  possible  and  fix  as 
an  effective  date,  one  consistent  with  the 
provisions  of  S  12.04  of  which  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  then  be  notified. 

The  Company  further  requests  the 
Commission  to  find  that  good  cause  exists 
to  waive  any  otherwise  applicable  re¬ 
quirements  of  Part  35  of  Its  Regula¬ 
tions  including.  In  particular,  a  re¬ 
quirement  that  rate  schedules  be  filed 
not  more  than  ninety  days  prior  to  the 
date  on  which  electric  service  is  to 
commence. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  Intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission.  825  North  Capitol 
Street.  NE..  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  In 
accordance  with  §9  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CTR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  should  be  filed  on  or  before  May  30, 
1975.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  In  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to  In¬ 
tervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  available 
for  public  Inspection  at  the  Federal 
Power  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.76-13784  Piled  5-27-76:8:46  amj 


[Docket  No.  1-9439] 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  CO.  OF 
NEW  HAMPSHIRE 

Filing  of  Proposed  Transmission  Contract 
May  20, 1975. 

Take  notice  that  Public  Service  C?om- 
pany  of  New  Hampshire  (PSNH),  on 
May  12,  1975,  tendered  for  filing  Trans- 
mlsslcm  Contract  dated  April  15,  1975, 
between  It  and  Cfity  of  Holyoke.  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Gas  and  Electric  Department. 
This  Contract,  together  with  supporting 
materials,  is  submitted  in  accordance 
with  Part  35  of  the  Commission’s  regu¬ 
lations. 

nie  Contract  provides  for  transmission 
of  power  from  Seller,  Vermont  Electric 
Power  Company,  Inc.  (VEPC)  to  Buyer, 
CTlty  of  Holyoke  Gas  and  Electric  Depart¬ 


ment.  Transmission  will  cover  a  10.8  mile 
distance  from  a  point  at  the  Vermont- 
New  Hampshire  state  line  to  a  point  at 
the  Massachusetts-New  Hampshire  state 
line.  The  Contract  period  Is  from  May  1, 
1975,  through  October  31,  1975. 

PSNH  "states  that  5,000  KW  of  power 
will  be  entitled  monthly  to  Buyer  at  a 
charge  of  $135.00  per  month.  No  new 
facilities  are  needed  to  be  installed  or 
modified  for  this  contract. 

PSNH  requests  waiver  of  the  normal 
30  day  notice  requirement  due  to  the 
late  date  it  received  notice  of  such  trans¬ 
mission  request,  and  the  immediate 
needed  capacity  of  the  Buyer.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  PSNH  further  requests  said  Trans- 
m^lon  Contract  to  become  effective 
May  1. 1975. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  Intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  In 
accordance  with  §9  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CTFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  June  10,  1975.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  In  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-13785  FUed  5-27-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CPT6-464] 

TEXAS  EASTERN  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

Proposed  Changes  in  FPC  Gas  Tariff 
May  20,  1975.' 

Take  notice  that  Texas  Eastern 
Transmission  Corporation  on  May  2, 
1975  tendered  for  filing  proposed 
changes  in  Its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Original 
Volume  No.  2.  The  proposed  changes 
consist  of  an  Amendment  dated  Febru¬ 
ary  17,  1975  to  Rate  Schedule  X-14,  an 
exchange  agreement  with  Transcon¬ 
tinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corporation 
(TTansco)  dated  November  1,  1960  as 
amended  on  July  14,  1972. 

Rate  Schedule  X-14  will  be  amended 
such  that  during  the  period  from  April 
16,  1975  through  November  15,  1975, 
Transco  will  deliver  up  to  60,000  Mcf  of 
gas  per  day  to  Texas  Eastern  at  pres¬ 
ently  authorized  points  of  exchange  In 
the  Pennsylvania-New  Jersey-New  York 
area,  and  Texas  Eastern  will  concur¬ 
rently  deliver  equal  quantities  to 
Transco  by  delivering  same  to  Texas  Gas 
Transmission  Corporation  (Texas  Gas) 
for  the  account  of  Transco  at  Lebanon, 
Ohio.  The  quantity  of  gas  delivered  to 
Texas  Gas  for  the  account  of  Transco 
will  be  balanced  with  the  quantity  of  gas 
delivered  to  Texas  Eastern  by  Transco 
on  a  Btu  basis.  The  purpose  of  the  ex¬ 
change  Is  to  assist  in  effectuating  a 
temporary  underground  storage  ar- 
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rangeznent  between  Transeo  and  Tezai 
Qas. 

The  proposed  effective  date  of  this 
filing  is  Ap^  21, 1975. 

A  copy  of  this  filing  was  served  upon 
Transccmtlnental  Oeu  Pipe  Lilne  Corpo¬ 
ration  and  Texas  Gas  Transmission 
Corporation. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commis^on,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  SS  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  May  30, 1975.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

KEHMTH  P.  PLTTBfB, 

Secretary. 

IPB  Doc.76-1378«  PUed  6-27-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-94371 

VERMONT  ELECTRIC  POWER  CO..  INC. 
Notice  of  Filing  of  Agreement 

May  20,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  12,  1975,  Ver¬ 
mont  Electric  Power  Company,  Inc. 
(Velco)  tendered  for  filing  a  purchase 
agreement  for  the  sale  of  thirty  thou¬ 
sand  kilowatts  (30,000  KW)  and  related 
mergy  from  the  Vermont  Yairkee  Nu¬ 
clear  Eaeetric  Generating  Unit  in  Vernon, 
Venaont,  to  ttic  New  Bedford  Gas  and 
Edison  light  Company  by  the  Vermont 
Electric  Power  Company,  Inc.,  dated 
April  1, 1975. 

Veloo  states  that  service  to  New  Bed¬ 
ford  imder  this  rate  schedule  is  being 
provided  at  the  monthly  rate  of  $270,000/ 
month.  According  to  the  Cort^Muiy,  these 
charges.  Inclusive  of  all  relevant  capac¬ 
ity,  maintenance,  and  net  energy  charges 
by  Vermont  Yankee,  are  the  same  as 
those  reimbursed  by  Velco  for  capacity 
and  energy  imder  this  rate  schedule;  and, 
therefore,  there  will  be  no  change  in  the 
overall  rate  of  return  of  Velco.  The  (Com¬ 
pany  adds  that  no  cost  of  service  studies 
were  prepared  in  connection  with  the 
derlvatton  of  the  rate. 

Velco  is  requesting  waiver  of  the  thirty 
day  notice  requirement  prior  to  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  service  pursuant  to  I  35.3  of 
the  regulations.  Velco  submits  that  good 
cause  exists  for  the  waiver  of  the  notice 
requirement  under  i  35.11  and  requests 
the  date  of  May  1,  1975,  as  the  effective 
date  of  this  rate  schedule. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a  petl- 
tl(m  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission,  825  North  Cap¬ 
itol  Street,  NE..  Washington.  D.C.  20426, 
in  accordance  with  ii  lA  and  1.10  of  the 
Oommlaslasi’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 


cedure.  AH  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  May  30,  1975. 
Protests  will  be  considered  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not  serve 
to  make  protestants  parties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to  become 
a  party  must  file  a  petition  to  Intervene. 
Copies  of  this  ai^lication  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-13787  PUed  5-27-76:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-0438] 

VERMONT  ELECTRIC  POWER  CO.,  INC. 

Filing  of  Agreement 

Mat  20,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  12,  1975,  Ver¬ 
mont  Electric  Power  Comi>any,  Inc. 
(Velco)  tendered  for  filing  a  purchase 
agreement  for  the  sale  of  five  thousand 
kilowatts  (5,000  KW)  and  related  energy 
from  the  Vermont  Yankee  Nuclear  Elec¬ 
tric  Generating  Unit  in  Vernon,  Vermont, 
to  the  City  of  Holyoke,  Massachusetts, 
Gas  and  Electric  Department,  by  the 
Vermont  Electric  Power  Company,  Inc., 
dated  April  1,  1975. 

Velco  stat^  that  service  to  Holyoke 
under  this  rate  schedule  is  being  pro¬ 
vided  at  the  monthly  rate  of  $45,000/ 
month.  According  to  the  Company,  these 
charges,  inclusive  of  all  relevant  capacity, 
maint^iance.  and  net  energy  charges  by 
Vermont  Yankee,  are  the  same  as  those 
reimbursed  by  Velco  for  capacity  and 
energy  under  this  rate  schedule;  and, 
therefore,  there  will  be  no  change  in  the 
overall  rate  of  return  of  Velco.  The  Com¬ 
pany  adds  that  no  cost  of  service  studies 
were  prepared  in  connection  with  the 
derivation  of  this  rate. 

Velco  is  requesting  waiver  of  the  thirty 
day  notice  requirement  prior  to  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  service  pursusmt  to  S  35.3 
of  the  regulations.  Vrico  submits  that 
good  cause  exists  for  the  waiver  of  the 
notice  requirement  under  {  35.11,  and  re¬ 
quests  the  date  of  May  1, 1975,  as  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  this  rate  schedule. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission,  825  North  Capi¬ 
tol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
in  accordance  with  SI  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure.  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  May  30, 1975. 
Protests  will  be  considered  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  protestants  parties  to  the  proceed¬ 
ing.  Any  person  wishing  to  become  a 
party  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene. 
Copies  of  this  application  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kennsth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary, 

(F4i  Doc.75-18788  PUed  5-37-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  OP75-331] 

UNITED  GAS  PIPE  LINE  CO. 

Application 

May  20.  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  8, 1975,  United 
Gas  Pipe  I line  Company  (Applicant), 
1500  Southwest  Tower,  Houston.  Texas 
77002,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CT75-331  an 
application  pursuant  to  section  7(b)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  permission  and 
approval  to  abandon  in  place  approxi¬ 
mately  5,187  feet  of  6-inch  pipeline  lo¬ 
cated  in  sections  16  and  17.  Township  8 
North,  Range  15  West,  Covington 
Coimty,  Mississippi,  serving  Colonial 
Pipeline  Company  (Colonial),  and  to 
abandon  and  remove  meter,  regulating 
and  appurtenant  facilities,  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  application,  which 
is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  states  that  it  has  discon-  . 
tinned  gas  service  to  Colonial’s  Collins, 
Mississippi,  pump  station  as  of  November 
18.  1974.  Applicant  further  states  that 
Colonial  has  no  potential  need  for  future 
emergency  deliveries  of  gas.  TTie  applica¬ 
tion  indicates  that  Colonial  has  conveted 
its  Collins  station  to  use  electric  rather 
than  gas. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
June  9, 1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
regulations  imder  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action 
to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
the  protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to 
a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  Juris^ction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  permission 
and  approval  for  the  proposed  abandon¬ 
ment  are  required  by  the  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for 
leave  to  Intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  motion  believes 
that  a  formal  hearing  is  required,  further 
notice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FB  Doe.75-lS78»  Filed  6-37-75:8:45  am] 
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GENERAL  ACCOUNTING  OFFICE 
REGULATORY  REPORTS  REVIEW 
Receipt  of  Report  Proposal 

The  following  request  for  clearance 
of  a  report  intended  for  use  in  collecting 
information  from  the  public  was  receiyed 
by  the  Regulatory  Reports  Review  Staff. 
QAO  on  May  21,  1975.  See  44  UR.C.  3512 
(c)  k  (d).  The  purpose  of  publishing 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register  Is  to 
inform  the  public  of  such  receipt. 

The  notice  includes  the  title  of  the 
request  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  collection  of  in¬ 
formation;  the  agency  form  number,  if 
applicable;  and  the  frequency  with  which 
the  information  is  proposed  to  be  col¬ 
lected. 

Written  comments  on  the  proposed 
report  form  are  invited  from  all  inter¬ 
ested  persons,  oganizations,  public  inter¬ 
est  groups,  and  affected  businesses.  Be¬ 
cause  of  the  limited  amount  of  time  OAO 
has  to  review  the  proposed  form,  com¬ 
ments  (in  triplicate)  must  be  received 
on  or  before  Jime  16, 1975,  and  should  be 
addressed  to  Mr.  Monte  Canfield,  Jr., 
Director,  Office  of  Special  Programs, 
United  States  General  Accounting  Office, 
425  I  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20548. 

Further  information  may  be  obtained 
•fnmi  the  Regulatory  Reports  Review 
Officer,  202-376-5425. 

Federal  EbrERcv  Administration 

Request  for  clearance  of  a  new  FEA 
Form  P315-M-0  entitled.  “Monthly  Sur¬ 
vey  of  Propane  Sales  Volume  to  Ultimate 
Consiuners’’.  This  form  will  be  completed 
by  all  (approximately  250)  refiners/im¬ 
porters  and  independent  gas  processing 
plant  operators,  pursuant  to  section  4(c) 
(2) (A),  Emergency  Petroleum  Alloca¬ 
tion  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L.  93-159) .  and 
sections  5  and  13,  Federal  Energy  Admin¬ 
istration  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93-275). 
The  average  monthly  compliance  bur¬ 
den  is  estimated  to  be  16  manhours  per 
respondent,  but  it  could  be  as  high  as 
160  manhours,  depending  on  the  size  of 
the  reporting  firm, 

Carl  F.  Bogar, 
Assistant  Director, 
Regulatory  Reports  Review. 

(FB  Doc.75-18839  FUed  5-27-76;8:46  un] 


INTERNATIONAL  TRADE 
COMMISSION 

[AA1921-134/135] 

PRIMARY  LEAD  METAL  FROM  AUSTRALIA 
AND  CANADA 

Hearing 

Having  received  a  letter  dated  April  9, 
1975,  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  David  R.  Macdonald  forward¬ 
ing  a  petition  requesting  revocation  of 
the  dumping  findings  on  Primary  Lead 
Metal  from  Australia  and  Canada  pub¬ 
lished  In  the  Federal  Register  of 


April  17.  1974  (39  FR  13783),  the  United 
States  International  Trade  Commission 
on  May  20, 1975,  ordered  a  public  hearing 
to  be  held  July  22.  1975,  in  the  UB.  In¬ 
ternational  Trade  Cmnmission’s  Hear¬ 
ing  Room,  8  th  and  E  Streets.  NW..  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20436,  at  10:00  a.m..  e.d.t., 
to  determine  whether  the  CTommlssion 
should  reopen  and  review  its  determina¬ 
tion  of  January  10, 1974,  in  investigations 
Nos.  AA1921-134  and  135  relating  to  Pri¬ 
mary  Lead  Metal  from  Australia  and 
Canada.  All  Interested  parties  will  be 
given  an  opportunity  to  ^ow  cause  why 
the  Commission  should  grant  or  doiy  .the 
petition  to  reopen  and  review  its  deter¬ 
minations  of  January  10,  1974.  Requests 
to  appear  at  the  public  hearing  should  be 
received  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Trade  Commission,  in  writing,  at 
its  office  in  Washington.  D.C.,  not  later 
than  noon,  Thiursday,  July  17,  1975. 

Issued:  May  21, 1975. 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  R.  Mason, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.75-13769  Filed  6-27-75;8:45  am] 

NATIONAL  FOUNDATION  ON  THE 
ARTS  AND  THE  HUMANITIES 
MUSIC  ADVISORY  PANEL 

Meeting 

Due  to  imforeseen  circumstances,  the 
open  meeting  of  the  Music  Panel  of  the 
National  Endowment  for  the  Arts  to  be 
held  on  May  29  and  30,  1975,  and  an¬ 
nounced  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
Monday,  May  12,  1975,  will  be  closed  for 
purposes  of  application  review  during 
the  May  30th  portion  of  the  meeting. 

This  session  is  for  the  purpose  of  Panel 
review,  discussion,  evaluation,  and 
recommendati(m  on  applications  for  fi¬ 
nancial  assistance  under  the  National 
Foundation  on  the  Arts  and  the  Human¬ 
ities  Act  of  1965,  as  amended,  including 
discussion  of  information  given  in  con¬ 
fidence  to  the  agency  by  grant  applicants. 
In  accordance  with  the  determination  of 
the  Chairman  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  January  10,  1973,  these  ses¬ 
sions.  which  involve  matters  exempt 
from  the  requirements  of  public  disclo¬ 
sure  under  the  provisions  of  the  Freedom 
of  Information  Act  (5  U.S.C.  552(b),  (4) 
and  (5) .  will  not  be  open  to  the  public. 

Further  Information  with  reference  to 
this  meeting  can  be  obtained  from  Mrs. 
Luna  Diamond,  Advisory  C^ommlttee 
Management  Officer,  National  Endow- 
moit  for  the  Arts,  Washington,  D.C. 
20506,  or  caU  (202  )  634-7144. 

Edward  M.  Wolfe, 
Administrative  Officer,  National 
Endowment  for  the  Arts,  Na¬ 
tional  Foundation  on  the  Arts 
and  the  Humanities. 

[FR  Doc.75-14030  Filed  S-27-76;  10:41  am] 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  70-1729] 

ALUED-GENERAL  NUCLEAR  SERVICES, 
ET  AL 

Availability  of  Draft  Environmental  State¬ 
ment  for  Barnwell  Fuel  Receiving  and 

Storage  Station 

Pursuant  to  the  National  Environ¬ 
mental  Policy  Act  of  1969  and  the  United 
States  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission’s 
regulations  in  10  CFR  Part  51,  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  a  Draft  Environmental 
Statement  prepared  by  the  Commission’s 
Office  of  Nuclear  Material  Safety  and 
Safeguards  related  to  the  proposed  issu¬ 
ance  of  a  materials  license  to  receive 
and  store  Irradiated  fuel  and  related 
materials  in  the  Fuel  Receiving  and 
Storage  Station  at  the  Barnwell  Nuclear 
Fuel  Plant  near  Barnwell,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  is  available  for  inspection  by  the 
public  in  the  Commission’s  Public  Docu¬ 
ment  Room  at  1717  H  Street.  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  and  Office  of  the  Barnwell 
County  Board  of  Commissioners,  P.O. 
Box  443,  Barnwell,  South  Carolina  29812. 
The  Draft  Statement  is  also  being  made 
available  at  the  State  Clearinghouse, 
Division  of  Administration,  1205  Pendle¬ 
ton  Street,  4th  Floor,  Columbia,  South 
Carolina  29201  and  at  the  Regional 
Clearinghouse,  Lower  Savannah  Re¬ 
gional  Planning  and  Development  Com¬ 
mission,  P.O.  Box  850,  Aiken,  South 
Carolina  29801. 

Requests  for  copies  of  the  Draft  En¬ 
vironmental  Statement,  identified  as 
NUREG-75/026,  should  be  addressed  to 
the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention: 
Director,  Division  of  Materials  and  Fuel 
Cycle  Facility  Licensing. 

The  Applicant’s  Environmental  Report 
for  the  Barnwell  Nuclear  Fuel  Plant,  as 
supplemented,  which  Includes  consider¬ 
ation  of  the  Fuel  Receiving  and  Storage 
Station,  is  also  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  at  the  above  designated  loca¬ 
tions.  Notice  of  availability  of  the  Appli¬ 
cant’s  Environmental  Report  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  No¬ 
vember  27,  1971. 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  Part  51,  Interested 
persons  may  submit  comments  on  the 
Draft  Environmental  Statement  for  the 
Commission’s  consideration.  Federal  and 
State  agencies  are  being  provided  with 
c<^ies  of  the  Draft  Environmental  State¬ 
ment  (local  agencies  may  obtain  this 
document  upon  request) .  Comments  are 
due  by  July  21,  1975.  Commwits  by  Fed¬ 
eral,  State,  and  local  officials,  or  other 
persons  received  by  the  Commission  will 
be  made  available  for  public  inspection 
at  the  Cwnmisslon’s  Public  Document 
Room  in  Washington,  D.C.,  and  the 
Local  Public  Document  Room  in  Barn¬ 
well.  South  Carolina.  Upon  consideration 
of  comments  submitted  with  respect  to 
the  Draft  Environmental  Statement,  the 
Commission’s  staff  will  prepare  a  Final 
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Environmental  Statement,  the  availa¬ 
bility  of  which  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Comments  on  the  Draft  Environmental 
Statement  from  interested  persons  of 
the  public  should  be  addressed  to  the 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  CommlsslcHi, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attenticm: 
Director,  Division  of  Materials  and  Fuel 
Cycle  Facility  Licensing. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


Robert  A.  Purple, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  #1,  Division  of  Re¬ 
actor  LicenMng. 


[PR  Doc.76-13793  PUed  6-27-76:8:45  am) 


[Docket  No.  50-341] 


Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  19th  day 
of  May,  1975. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Peter  Loysen, 

Acting  Chief,  Fuel  Cycle  Li¬ 
censing  Branch  2,  Division  of 
Materials  and  Fuel  Cycle 
Facility  Licensing. 

[PR  Doc.75-13763  Piled  5-27-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  50-213] 

CONNECTICUT  YANKEE  ATOMIC  POWER 
CO. 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  (the 
Commission)  has  issued  Amendment  No. 

2  to  Facility  Operating  License  No.  DPR- 
61  issued  to  Connecticut  Yankee  Atomic 
Power  Company  which  revised  Technical 
Specifications  for  operation  of  the  Had- 
dam  Neck  Plant,  located  in  Middlesex 
County,  Connecticut.  The  amendment  is 
effective  as  of  its  date  of  issuance. 

This  amendment  changes  the  contain¬ 
ment  integrated  leakage  rate  tests  of  the 
Technical  Specifications  to  conform  to 
the  requirements  of  10  CFR  Part  50,  Ap¬ 
pendix  J,  Type  A  tests. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act) ,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings 
as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Ch.  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the  license 
amendmwit.  Prior  public  notice  of  this 
amendment  is  not  required  since  this 
amendment  does  not  involve  a  significant 
hazards  consideration. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  March  14,  1975,  (2) 
Amendment  No.  2  to  License  No.  DPR- 
61,  with  Change  No.  2.  and  (3)  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  related  Safety  Evaluation.  All 
of  these  items  are  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Piff)llc 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street,  NW,, 
Washington,  D.C.,  and  at  the  Russell 
Library.  119  Broad  Street,  Middletown, 
Connecticut  06457. 

A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be 
obtain^  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Di¬ 
rector,  Division  of  Reactor  Licensing. 

Dated  at  BeUiesda,  Md.,  this  20th  day 
of  May  1975. 


DETROIT  EDISON  CO.  (ENRICO  FERMI 
ATOMIC  POWER  PLANT,  UNIT  2) 

Receipt  of  Application  for  Facility  Operat¬ 
ing  License;  Availability  of  Applicant’s 
Environmental  Report;  and  Considera¬ 
tion  of  Issuance  of  Facility  Operating 
License 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission  (the  Commis¬ 
sion)  has  received  an  application  for  fa¬ 
cility  operating  license  from  the  Detroit 
Edison  Company  (the  applicant)  to  pos¬ 
sess,  use,  and  operate  the  Enrico  Fermi 
Atomic  Power  Plant,  Unit  2,  a  boiling 
water  nuclear  reactor  (the  facility),  lo¬ 
cated  on  the  applicant’s  site  in  French- 
town  Township,  Monroe  Coimty,  Michi¬ 
gan,  at  a  steady-state  power  level  of 
3292  megawatts  thermal. 

The  applicant  has  also  filed  an  En¬ 
vironmental  Report,  Operating  License 
Stage,  in  accordance  with  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969  and 
the  regulations  of  the  Commission  in  10 
CFR  Part  51.  This  report  updates  the 
discussion  of  environmental  considera¬ 
tions  relating  to  the  proposed  operation 
of  the  facility,  as  well  as  the  results  of 
the  ongoing  monitoring  programs,  which 
were  previously  discussed  in  the  En¬ 
vironmental  Report  as  amended.  Con¬ 
struction  Permit  Stage,  dated  September, 
1970.  Both  Environmental  Reports  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  NW.,  Washington.  D.C. 
20555,  and  at  the  Monroe  Coimty  Li¬ 
brary  System,  3700  South  Custer  Road, 
Monroe,  Michigan  48161.  The  reports 
are  also  being  made  available  at  the 
State  Clearinghouse,  Division  of  Inter¬ 
governmental  Relations,  Bureau  of  Man¬ 
agement  and  Budget,  Lewis  Cass  Build¬ 
ing,  Lansing,  Michigan  48913,  and  the 
Metropolitan  Clearinghouse,  South  East 
Michigan  Council  of  Oovemments,  810 
Book  Building.  1249  Washington  Boule¬ 
vard,  Detroit,  Michigan  48226. 

After  the  Environmental  Report,  Op¬ 
erating  License  Stage,  has  been  analyzed 
by  the  Commlsslcm’s  Director  of  Nuclear 
Reactor  Regulation  or  his  designee,  a 
draft  environmental  statement  will  be 
prepared.  Upon  preparation  of  the  draft 
environmental  statement,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  win,  among  other  tMngs,  cause  to 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register  a 
summary  notice  cff  availability  of  the 
draft  statement  requesting  comments 
from  Interested  persons  on  the  draft 
statement.  The  summary  notice  wiU  also 
contain  a  statement  to  the  effect  that 
any  comments  of  Federal  agencies  and 
State  and  local  ofSclals  wlU  be  made 
available  when  received.  TTie  draft  en¬ 
vironmental  statement  wlU  focus  on  any 
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relevant  conditions  and/or  considera¬ 
tions  which  were  not  addressed  In,  or 
which  have  changed  since  preparation 
of,  the  final  environmental  statement 
prepared  in  connection  with  the  issuance 
of  toe  construction  p>ermlt.  Upon  consid¬ 
eration  of  comments  submitted  with  re¬ 
spect  to  toe  draft  environmental  state¬ 
ment,  toe  regulatory  staff  will  prepare 
a  final  environmental  statement,  notice 
of  toe  availability  of  which  will  be  pub¬ 
lished  in  toe  Federal  Register. 

The  Commission  will  consider  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  a  facility  operating  license  to 
The  Detroit  Edison  Company  which 
would  authorize  toe  applicant  to  iK)ssess, 
use,  and  operate  the  Enrico  Fermi 
Atomic  Power  Plant,  Unit  2,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  toe  provisions  of  the 
license  and  the  technical  specifications 
appended  thereto,  upon:  (1)  ’The  com¬ 
pletion  of  a  favorable  safety  evalua¬ 
tion  on  the  application  by  the 
Office  of  Nuclear  Reactor  Regulations; 
(2)  toe  completion  of  the  environ¬ 
mental  review  required  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  regulations  in  10  CFR  Part  51;  (3) 
the  receipt  of  a  report  on  the  applicant’s 
application  for  a  facility  operating  li¬ 
cense  by  toe  Advisory  Committee  on  Re¬ 
actor  Safeguards;  and  (4)  a  finding  by 
the  Commission  that  the  application  for 
toe  facility  license,  as  amended,  complies 
with  toe  requirements  of  toe  Atomic  En¬ 
ergy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended  (Act) ,  and 
toe  Commission’s  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Ch.  I.  Construction  of  toe  facility  was 
authorized  by  Ck>nstructlon  Permit  No. 
CPPR-97,  issued  by  the  Commission  on 
September  26.  1972.  Construction  of  the 
facility  is  anticipated  to  be  completed  by 
April,  1979. 

Prior  to  issuance  of  any  operating  li¬ 
cense,  toe  Commission  will  inspect  the 
facility  to  determine  whether  it  has  been 
constructed  in  accordsmce  with  the  ap- 
plicaticm,  as  amended,  and  the  provisions 
of  the  Construction  Permit.  In  addition, 
toe  license  will  not  be  issued  until  toe 
Commission  has  made  toe  findings  re¬ 
flecting  its  review  of  the  application 
under  the  Act,  which  will  be  set  forth  in 
the  proposed  license,  and  has  concluded 
that  the  issuance  of  toe  license  will  not 
be  inimical  to  the  common  defense  and 
security  or  to  the  health  and  safety  of  the 
public.  Upon  Issuance  of  the  license,  toe 
applicant  will  be  required  to  execute  an 
indemnity  agreement  as  required  by  sec¬ 
tion  170  of  toe  Act  and  10  CFR  Part  140 
of  toe  Commission’s  regulations. 

The  Commission  has  commenced  the 
radiological  safety  review  of  the  appli¬ 
cation.  However,  since  the  construction 
permit  has  been  extended  until  April 
1979,  toe  Commission  has  postponed 
commencement  of  its  environmental  re¬ 
view  so  as  to  enable  the  Ccxnmlssion’s 
Staff  to  utilize  toe  information  which 
will  be  more  current  when  toe  facility  is 
ready  for  operation.  It  is  anticipated  that 
the  CommissicHi’s  radiological  safety  and 
environmental  review  of  the  application 
will  not  be  completed  for  approximately 
three  years.  Under  these  circumstances, 
ft  has  been  determined  that  toe  soon¬ 
est  practicable  time  for  Issuance  of  toe 
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Notice  of  Opportunity  for  Hearing  is 
about  January  1976. 

For  further  details,  see  the  s^llcation 
for  the  facility  operating  license,  dated 
April  4.  1975,  and  the  applicant’s  En¬ 
vironmental  Report,  Operating  License 
Stage,  which  are  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  and  at  the  Monroe 
County  Library  System,  3700  South 
Custer  Road,  Monroe,  Michigan  48161.  As 
they  become  available,  the  following 
documents  may  be  inspected  at  the  above 
locations:  (1)  ’The  safety  evaluation  re¬ 
port  prepared  by  the  Office  of  Nuclear 
Reactor  Regulation;  (2)  the  draft  en¬ 
vironmental  statement;  (3)  the  final  en¬ 
vironmental  statement;  (4)  the  report 
of  the  Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor 
Safeguards  on  the  application  for  facility 
operating  licenses;  (5)  the  proposed  fa¬ 
cility  operating  license;  and  (6)  the 
technical  specification  which  will  be  at¬ 
tached  to  the  proposed  facility  operating 
license. 

Cc^ies  of  the  proposed  operating  li¬ 
cense  and  the  ACRS  report,  when  avail¬ 
able,  may  be  obtained  by  request  to  the 
Director,  Division  of  Reactor  Licensing, 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555.  Copies  of  the  Di¬ 
vision  of  Reactor  Licensing’s  safety  eval¬ 
uation  and  final  environmental  state¬ 
ment,  when  available,  may  be  obtained 
from  the  National  Technical  Informa¬ 
tion  Service,  Springfield,  Virginia  22161. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  21st  day 
of  May  1975. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Karl  Kniel, 

Chief,  Light  Water  Reactors, 
Branch  2-2,  Division  of  Re¬ 
actor  Licensing. 

[PR  Doc.76-13794  Piled  6-27-75; 8: 46  am] 


[Docket  No.  60-636] 

GENERAL  ELECTRIC  TECHNICAL 
SERVICES  CO. 

Application  for  and  Consideration  of 
Issuance  of  Facility  Export  License 

Please  take  notice  that  General  Elec¬ 
tric  Technical  Services  Co.,  Inc.  has  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  an  Implication  for  a  license  to 
authorize  the  export  of  a  boiling  water 
reactor  with  a  thermal  power  level  of 
3012  megawatts  to  Kemkraftwerk  Leib- 
stadt  AO,  Zurich,  Switzerland  and  that 
the  Issuance  of  such  license  is  imder 
consideration  by  the  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission. 

No  license  authorizing  the  proposed 
reactor  export  will  be  Issued  until  the 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  deter¬ 
mines  that  such  export  is  within  the 
scope  of  and  consistent  with  the  terms  of 
an  applicable  agreement  for  cooperation 
arranged  pursuant  to  section  123  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended 
(Act),  nor  until  the  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  has  found  that: 

(a)  The  aimllcation  complies  with  the 
requirements  (rf  the  Act,  and  the  C(xn- 


mission’s  regulations  set  forth  in  10 
CFR  Ch.  I,  and 

(b)  The  reactor  proposed  to  be  ex¬ 
ported  is  a  utilization  facility  as  defined 
in  said  Act  and  regulations. 

In  its  review  of  applications  solely  to 
authorize  the  export  of  production  or 
utilization  facilities,  the  Nuclear  Regula¬ 
tory  Commission  does  not  evaluate  the 
health  and  safety  characteristics  of  the 
facility  to  be  exported. 

Unless  on  or  before  June  12, 1975,  a  re¬ 
quest  for  a  hearing  is  filed  with  the 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  by  the 
applicant,  or  a  petition  for  leave  to  in¬ 
tervene  is  filed  by  any  person  whose  in¬ 
terest  may  be  affected  by  the  proceeding, 
the  Director  of  the  Office  of  Nuclear 
Material  Safety  and  Safeguards  may, 
upon  the  determinations  and  findings 
noted  above,  cause  to  be  issued  to  Gen¬ 
eral  Electric  Technical  Services  Com¬ 
pany  a  facility  export  license  and  may 
cause  to  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  a  notice  of  issuance  of  the 
license.  If  a  request  for  a  hearing  or  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is  filed 
witliin  the  time  prescribed  in  the  notice, 
the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  will 
issue  a  notice  of  hearing  or  an  appropri¬ 
ate  order. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file  in 
the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room  located  at  1717 
H  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  9th  day  of 
May  1975. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  CommiS' 
sion. 


G.  Wayne  Kerr, 
Chief,  Agreements  &  Exports 
Branch,  Division  of  Materials 
and  Fuel  Cycle  Facility  Li¬ 
censing. 


[PR  Doc.76-13796  Filed  6-27-75;8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  60-461,  60-462] 

ILLINOIS  POWER  CO.  (CLINTON  POWER 
STATION,  UNITS  1  AND  2) 

Hearing  on  Application  for  Construction 
Permits 

Please  take  notice  that  In  accordance 
with  the  “Notice  of  Hearing  on  Applica¬ 
tion  for  Construction  Permits,’’  published 
by  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission*  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  December  7, 
1973  (38  FR  33789) ,  a  public  hearing  will 
be  held  before  an  Atomic  Safety  and  Li¬ 
censing  Board,  pursuant  to  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  and  the 
regulations  in  Title  10,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Part  50,  “Licensing  of  Pro¬ 
duction  and  Utilization  Facilities,’’  Part 
51,  “Licensing  and  Regulatory  Policy  and 
Procedures  for  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion,’’  and  Part  2,  “Rules  of  Practice,” 
to  consider  the  application  filed  imder 
the  Act  by  Illinois  Power  Company  (the 


*In  accordance  with  the  Energy  Reorga¬ 
nization  Act  of  1974,  Pub.  L.  93-438,  the 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  (NBC)  was 
established  on  January  19.  1975.  The  NBC 
assumed  the  licensing  and  regulatory  funo- 
tlons  of  the  former  Atomic  Energy  Commis¬ 
sion. 


Applicant)  for  construction  permits  for 
two  boiling  water  nuclear  reactors  des¬ 
ignated  as  the  Clinton  Power  Station. 
Units  1  and  2,  proposed  to  be  located  at 
Applicant’s  site  in  DeWitt  County,  ap¬ 
proximately  six  miles  east  of  Clinton, 
Illinois. 

The  public  hearing  in  this  proceeding 
shall  be  convened  on  Tuesday,  June  17, 
1975,  at  1:30  p.m.  local  time,  at  the 
following  location: 

Clinton  Junior  High  School  Gymnasium 
401  North  Center  Street 
Clinton,  Illinois  61727 

Morning  and  afternoon  sessions  of  the 
hearing  also  will  be  held  at  the  above 
location  on  Wednesday,  June  18,  1975, 
commencing  at  10  |i.m.  and  1:30  p.m., 
respectively.  The  hearing  will  reconvene 
in  Champaign,  Illinois,  for  the  remaining 
sessions,  beginning  on  Thursday,  June  19, 
1975  at  10  a.m.,  at  the  following  location: 

Brundage  Room 
Ramada  Inn  Convention  Center 
1501  South  Nell  Street 
Champaign,  Illinois  61820 

Members  of  the  public  are  invited  to 
attend  the  hearing.  Limited  appear¬ 
ances  by  any  persons  wishing  to  state 
their  views  orally,  or  to  file  a  written 
statement  in  this  proceeding  will  be  re¬ 
ceived  at  the  commencement  of  the  first 
day  of  hearing.  In  addition,  for  the  con¬ 
venience  of  members  of  the  public  who 
are  unable  to  attend  sessions  during  reg¬ 
ular  business  hours  of  the  day,  the  Board 
has  scheduled  an  evening  session  from 
7  to  9  p.m.  on  the  first  day  of  the  hearing 
on  June  17,  1975,  at  which  time  limited 
appearance  statements  also  will  be 
received. 

Issued  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  21st  day 
of  May  1975. 

It  is  so  ordered. 


’The  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Board. 

Robert  M.  Lazo, 
Chairman. 

[PR  Doc.76-13838  Filed  6-27-76;8:45  am| 


REGULATORY  GUIDE 
Issuance  and  Availability 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
has  issued  a  new  guide  in  its  Regulatory 
Guide  Series.  This  series  has  been 
developed  to  describe  and  make  available 
to  the  public  methods  acceptable  to  the 
NRC  staff  of  implementing  specific  parts 
of  the  Commission’s  regulations  and,  in 
some  cases,  to  delineate  techniques  used 
by  the  staff  in  evaluating  specific  prob- 
l«ns  or  postulated  accidents  and  to  pro¬ 
vide  guidance  to  applicants  concerning 
certain  of  the  information  needed  by  the 
staff  in  its  review  of  applications  for  per¬ 
mits  and  licenses. 

Regulatory  Guide  1.96,  “Design  of 
Main  Steam  Isolation  Valve  Leakage 
Control  Systems  for  Boiling  Water  Re¬ 
actor  Nuclear  Power  Plants,’’  describes 
a  basis  acceptable  to  the  NRC  staff  for 
Implementing  the  criterion  regarding  the 
design  of  a  leakage  control  system  for  the 
main  steam  isolation  valves  of  boiling 
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water  reactor  nuclear  power  plants  to  en¬ 
sure  that  total  site  radiological  effects  do 
not  exceed  Commission  guidelines  in  the 
event  of  a  postulated  design-basis  loss- 
of-coolant  accident. 

Comments  and  suggestions  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  (1)  items  for  inclusion  in 
guides  currently  being  develoc>ed  (listed 
below)  or  (2)  improvements  in  all  pub¬ 
lished  ETuides  are  encouraged  at  any  time. 
Public  comments  on  Regulatory  Guide 
1.96  will,  however,  be  particularly  useful 
in  evaluating  the  need  for  an  early  revi¬ 
sion  if  received  by  July  25.  1975. 

Comments  should  be  sent  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Commission,  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  Attaition:  Docketing  and 
Service  Section. 

Regulatory  Guides  are  available  for 
inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  Requests  for  single 
copies  of  issued  guides  (which  may  be 
reproduced)  or  for  placement  on  an 
automatic  distribution  list  for  single 
copies  of  future  guides  should  be  made 
in  writing  to  the  Director,  Office  of 
Standards  Development,  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555.  Telephone  requests  cannot 
be  accommodated.  Regulatory  Guides 
are  not  copyrighted  and  Commission  ap¬ 
proval  is  not  required  to  reproduce  them. 

Other  Division  1  R^ulatory  Guides 
currently  being  developed  include  the 
following: 

Prevention  of  Pmcture  of  Structural  Discon¬ 
tinuities  in  Reactor  Pressure  Vessel. 
Protection  Against  Postulated  Events  and 
Accidents  Outside  of  Containment. 
Fracture  Toughness  Requirements  for  Ma¬ 
terials  for  Class  2  and  3  Components. 
Maintenance  of  Water  Purity  in  PWR  Sec¬ 
ondary  Systems. 

Criteria  for  Heatup  and  Cooldown  Proce¬ 
dures. 

Effects  of  Residual  Elements  on  Predicted 
Radiation  Damage. 

SurveUlance  Testing  and  Inservice  Inspec¬ 
tion  of  Thermal  Barrier  and  Steam  (36n- 
erator  Materials  in  High-Temperature  Oas- 
Cooled  Reactors. 

SurveUlance  and  Postirradiation  Examina¬ 
tion  of  Fuel  Rods  in  Lead  Assemblies. 
Design  Load  Combinations  for  Component 
Supports. 

Interim  Guide  on  Tornado  MissUes. 

Criteria  for  Plugging  Steam  Generator  Tubes. 
Structural  Design  Criteria  for  Fuel  Assem- 
bUes  In  Light- Water-Cooled  Reactors. 
Overhead  Crane  Handling  Systems  for  Nu¬ 
clear  Power  Plants. 

Recommended  Procedure  for  ResintM-ing  Test 
to  Monitor  Densification  Stability  of  Pro¬ 
duction  Fuel. 

Tornado  Design  Classification. 

Overpressure  Protection  of  Low-Pressure 
Systems  Connected  to  Reactor  Coolant 
Pressure  Boundary. 

Protective  Coatings  for  Light- Water  Reactor 
Containment  Facilities. 

Quality  Assurance  Requirements  for  Instal¬ 
lation.  Inspection,  and  Testing  of  Mechan¬ 
ical  Equipment  and  Systems. 

Assumptions  Used  for  Evaluating  the  Potra- 
tlal  Radiological  Consequences  of  a  BWB 
Radioactive  Offgas  System  FaUure. 

Fire  Protection  Criteria  for  Nuclear  Power 
Plants. 

Requirements  for  Auditing  of  Quality  Assur¬ 
ance  Programs  for  Nuclear  Power  Plants. 


Quality  Assurance  Requirements  for  Control 
of  Procurement  of  Equipment,  Materials, 
and  Services  for  Nuclear  Power  Plants. 

Instrumentation  for  Light- Water-Cooled  Nu¬ 
clear  Power  nants  to  Assess  Plant  Condi¬ 
tions  During  and  Following  an  Accident. 

Quality  Assurance  Requirements  for  Lifting 
Equipment. 

Maintenance  and  Testing  of  Batteries. 

Qualification  Test  of  Class  IE  Cables,  Con¬ 
nections,  and  Field  Splices  for  Nuclear 
Power  Plants. 

Seismic  Qualification  of  Class  I  Electric 
Equipment. 

Fuel  Oil  Systems  for  Standby  Diesel  Gen¬ 
erators. 

Quality  Assurance  Requirements  for  the 
Manufacture  of  Class  IE  Instrumentation 
and  Electric  Equipment  for  Nuclear  Power 
Plants. 

Assumptions  Used  for  Evaluating  the  Poten¬ 
tial  Radiological  Consequences  of  a  Liquid 
Radioactive  Waste  System  Accident. 

Containment  Isolation  Provisions. 

Instrument  Spans  and  Setpoints. 

Initial  Startup  Testing  Program  for  Facility 
Shutdown  from  Outside  the  Control  Room. 

Periodic  Testing  of  Diesel  Generators. 

Qualification  of  Inspection,  Examination, 
and  Testing  Personnel  for  Nuclear 
Facilities. 

Quality  Assurance  Program  Requirements 
for  Nuclear  Power  Plant  Fuels. 

Testing  of  Nuclear  Air  Cleaning  Systems. 

Preoperational  and  Initial  Startup  Testing 
of  Feedwater  Systems  for  BWRs. 

Design  Criteria  for  Overload  Protection  of 
Motor-Operated  Valves. 

Probable  Maximum  Storm  Surge  Flooding  on 
Lakes  and  Sea  Shcn^. 

Protection  of  Nuclear  Power  Plants  Against 
Industrial  Sabotage. 

Emergency  Planning  for  Nuclear  Power 
Hants. 

Control  Room  Manning. 

Flood  Protection  for  Nuclear  Power  Plants. 

Hydrologic  Design  Criteria  for  Water  Control 
Structures  and  Constructed  for  Nuclear 
Power  Plants. 

Spill  Analysis — ^Dispersion  and  Dilution  in 
Surface  and  Ground  Water. 

Design  Objectives  for  LWR  Spent  Fuel 
Facilities. 

Design  Objectives  few  LWR  Fuel  Handling 
Systems. 

(5  UB.C.  5S2(a)) 

Dated  at  Rockville,  Md.,  this  20th  day 
of  May  1975. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Robert  B.  Minocve, 

Acting  Director, 

Office  of  Standards  Development. 

[PR  Doc.76-13797  FUed  6-27-75;8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  50^33] 

WESTINGHOUSE  ELECTRIC  CORP. 

Application  for  and  Consideration  of 
Issuance  of  FacHity  Export  License 

Please  take  notice  that  Westinghouse 
Electric  CorpcM-ation  has  submitted  to 
the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  an 
api^ation  for  a  license  to  authorize  the 
export  of  a  pressurized  water  reacted: 
with  a  thermal  power  level  of  2783  mega¬ 
watts  to  Statens  Vattenfallsverk,  Stock¬ 
holm,  Sweden  and  that  the  issuance  of 
such  lioenae  is  under  consideration  by 
the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 

No  license  authorizing  the  proposed 
reactor  export  will  be  Issued  until  the 


Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  deter¬ 
mines  that  such  export  is  within  the 
scope  of  and  consistent  with  the  terms 
of  an  applicable  agreement  for  coopera¬ 
tion  arranged  pursuant  to  section  123 
of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as 
amended  (Act),  nor  until  the  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission  has  found  that: 

(a)  The  application  complies  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Act,  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  regulations  set  forth  in  10  CFR 
Ch.  I,  and 

(b)  The  reactor  proposed  to  be  ex¬ 
ported  is  a  utilization  facility  as  defined 
in  said  Act  and  regulations. 

In  its  review  of  applications  solely  to 
authorize  the  export  of  production  or 
utilization  facilities,  the  Nuclear  Regula¬ 
tory  Commission  does  not  evaluate  the 
health  and  safety  characteristics  of  the 
facility  to  be  exported. 

Unless  on  or  before  June  12,  1975,  a 
request  for  a  hearing  is  filed  with  the 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  by  the 
applicant,  or  a  petition  for  leave  to  in¬ 
tervene  is  filed  by  any  person  whose  in¬ 
terest  may  be  affected  by  the  proceeding, 
the  Director  of  the  Office  of  Nuclear  Ma¬ 
terial  Safety  and  Safeguards  may,  upon 
the  determinations  and  findings  noted 
above,  cause  to  be  issued  to  Westinghouse 
Electric  Corporation  a  facility  export  li¬ 
cense  and  may  cause  to  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  a  notice  of  issu¬ 
ance  of  the  license.  If  a  request  for  a 
hearing  or  a  petition  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  prescribed 
in  the  notice,  the  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  will  issue  a  notice  of  hear¬ 
ing  or  an  appropriate  order, 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file  in 
the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room  located  at  1717 
H  Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.C. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  9th  day 
of  May  1975. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


G.  Wayne  Kerr, 

Chief,  Agreements  &  Exports 
Branch,  Division  of  Materials 
and  Fuel  Cycle  Facility  Li¬ 
censing. 


[FR  Doc.75-13796  Filed  6-27-75;8:45  am] 


OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

CLEARANCE  OF  REPORTS 
List  of  Requests 

’The  following  is  a  list  of  requests  for 
clearance  of  reports  intended  for  use  in 
collecting  information  from  the  public 
received  by  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  on  May  22,  1975  (44  U.S.C. 
3509) .  The  purpose  of  publishing  this  list 
in  the  Federal  Register  is  to  inform  the 
public. 

The  list  includes  the  title  of  each  re¬ 
quest  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
qionsoring  the  prcnxised  collection  of  in¬ 
formation;  the  agency  form  number <s). 
If  applicable;  the  frequency  with  which 
the  informatkm  is  proposed  to  be  col¬ 
lected;  the  name  of  the  reviewer  or  re¬ 
viewing  division  within  OMB,  and  an 
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[  Indication  of  who  will  be  the  respondents 
,  to  the  proposed  collection. 

Requests  for  extension  which  appear 
to  raise  no  significant  Issues  are  to  be  ap¬ 
proved  after  brief  notice  through  this 
release. 

Further  information  {d)out  the  items 
on  this  dally  list  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Clearance  Office,  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget,  Washington.  D.C. 
20503  (202-395-4529),  or  from  the  re¬ 
viewer  listed. 

New  Fobms 

NATIONAL  ACAOXMT  OF  SCIENCES 

Quids  for  Intenrlewlng  R«search  Patients, 
DM8-BRVA-00,  Single-time,  VA  patients 
on  research  protocols,  Human  Resources 
DlvlBlon,  Dick  Blslnger,  395-3532. 

DXPAKTMENT  Of  COMMIKCE 

Bureau  of  the  Census.  Task  n — Interviewing 
the  Industry,  single-time.  Institutions; 
selected  experts,  Economics  and  General 
Government  Division,  395-3451. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 
WEU'ARE 

Office  of  the  Secretary,  Health  Insurance  Sur- 
l  vey — Semi-Annual  Survey  I,  OS-32-75, 

'  other  (see  SF-a3) .  Individuals,  Cay  wood,  D. 
P.,  Reese,  B.  F.,  395-3443. 

DEPARTMENT  Or  THE  INTERIOR 

National  Park  Service,  Guadalupe  Mountains 
National  Park — ^Visitor  Preference  Sinrvey, 
single-time,  park  visitors,  Planchon,  P.. 
895-3898. 

Revisions 

DEPARTMENT  OT  COMMERCE 

Bureau  of  East-West  Trade,  Single  Transac¬ 
tion  Statement  by  Consignee  and  Pur¬ 
chaser.  DIB-626P.  on  occasion,  fcMelgn  com¬ 
mercial  Importers,  Caywood,  D.  P.,  395- 
3443. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 
WELFARE 

Health  Resources  Administration,  Evaluation 
of  Regional  Medlccd  Program  Activities  Af¬ 
fecting  the  Health  of  ChUdren,  HRAOPEL 
0516,  sln^e-tlme,  regional  health  programs. 
Human  Resources  Division,  Reese,  B.  F^ 
895-3532. 

OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 

Baseline  Interview — Health  Insurance  Study, 
OS-24-76,  single-time,  sample-HH’s  In 
urbanized  area  of  Seattle  SMSA,  Reese, 
B.  F..  396-6630. 

Bureau  of  East-West  Trade,  Multiple  Trans¬ 
actions  Statement  by  Consignee  and  Pur¬ 
chaser.  DIB-627P.  annually,  foreign  com- 
merclsi  Importers,  Caywood,  D.  P.,  395- 
3443. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation,  Age,  Sex  and 
Race  of  Persons  Arrested  18  Yrs.  of  Age  and 
Over;  Under  18  Yrs.  of  Age,  13-90.  12-90A, 
monthly,  all  law  enforcement  agencies. 
Hall,  George,  395-4697. 

Extensions 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Stabilization  and  conservation 
service: 

Application  tor  Small  Farm  Payment — 
Upland  Cotton  Program,  ASCA-463,  an¬ 
nually,  cotton  farmers,  Marsha  Trayn- 
ham,  895-4529. 


Food  and  Nutrition  Service: 

Special  Milk  Program  Application,  FNS- 
826,  on  occasion,  nonprofit  private  serv¬ 
ice  Institutions,  Marsha  Traynham,  396- 
4529. 

Producer  Identification  of  Cotton,  ASCS- 
503,  annually,  farmers,  Lowry,  R.  L.,  895- 
3773. 

Agreement  —  National  School  Limch, 
School  Breakfast  and  Special  Milk  Pro¬ 
grams,  FNS-67,  on  occasion,  governing 
body  of  nonprofit  private  schools,  Marsha 
Traynham,  396-4629. 

Phillip  D.  Larsen, 
Budget  and  Management  Offtcet. 

IFR  Doc.76-13918  FUed  6-27-75;8:46  am] 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 
CONCORD  DISTRICT  ADVISORY  COUNCIL 
Public  Meeting 

The  Small  Business  Administration 
Concord  District  Advisory  (Council  will 
meet  at  11:00  a.m..  (e.d.t.),  Wednesday, 
June  11.  1975,  in  the  Knox  Room  of  the 
New  Hampshire  Highway  Hotel,  Traffic 
Circle,  Concord,  New  Hampshire,  to  dis¬ 
cuss  such  business  as  may  be  presented 
by  members,  the  staff  of  the  Small  Busi¬ 
ness  Administration,  and  others  attend¬ 
ing.  For  further  information,  call  or  write 
Bert  F.  Teague,  Small  Business  Admin¬ 
istration,  55  Pleasant  Stoeet,  Concord, 
New  Hampshire  03301,  (603)  224-7724. 

Dated:  May  19, 1975. 

Anthony  S.  Stasio, 

CMel  Counsel  for  Advocacy, 
Small  Business  Administration. 

[PR  Doc.76-13826  Filed  5-27-76:8:45  am) 


[Delegation  of  Authority  No.  12-B;  Rev.  1] 

DEPUTY  ASSOCIATE  ADMINISTRATOR 
FOR  INVESTMENT 

Delegation  of  Authority  Regarding 
investment  Activities 

Delegation  of  Authority  No.  12-B  (38 
PR  13787)  is  hereby  revised  to  delete  ref¬ 
erence  to  audit  and  investigatory  powers 
under  section  310  of  Uie  Small  Business 
Investment  Act  of  1958,  as  amended.  Au¬ 
dit  and  investigatory  functions  have  been 
transferred  to  the  Office  of  the  Assist¬ 
ant  Administrator  for  Administration. 

Delegation  of  Authority  No.  12-B,  Re¬ 
vision  1,  is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

I.  Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated 
to  the  Associate  Administrator  for  Fi¬ 
nance  and  Investment  in  Delegation  of 
Authority  No.  12,  (Revision  1),  (38  PR 
13063),  as  amended  (38  FR  16001,  38 
FR  26509,  40  FR  8398,  and  40  FR  18054) , 
the  following  authority  is  hereby  dele¬ 
gated: 

A.  Deputy  Associate  Administrator  for 
Investment.  To  take  any  and  all  actions 
necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
Titles  I,  n,  and  m  (with  the  exception 
of  section  310  of  Title  IH)  of  the  Small 
Business  Investment  Act  of  1958,  as 
amended,  and  of  the  regulations  there¬ 
under  as  amended  from  time  to  time,  in¬ 
cluding  without  limitation  all  necessary 
action  in  connection  with  the  servicing. 


administiwtlon,  collection,  sale  and  liqui¬ 
dation  of  partially  or  fully  disbursed 
loans,  obligations  and  property  (real, 
personal  or  mixed,  tangible  or  intangi¬ 
ble)  held  by  or  assigned  to  SBA  and 
arising  out  of  activities  under  said  Act, 
and,  in  connection  therewith,  to  acc^t 
or  reject  offers  of  settlement  or  of  com¬ 
promise  for  cash,  credit,  or  pn^rty 
(real,  personal,  or  mixed,  tangible  or 
intangible) . 

n.  The  authority  delegated  herein 
may  not  be  redelegated. 

m.  The  authority  delegated  herein 
may  be  exercised  by  any  SBA  employee 
officially  designated  as  Acting  Deputy 
Associate  Administrator  for  Investment. 

Effective  date:  May  28, 1975. 

Dated:  May  20, 1975. 

Edwin  T.  Holloway, 

Acting  Associate  Administrator 
for  Finance  and  Investment. 

(FR  Doc.76-13827  FUed  5-27-75;8:45  am] 


(Delegation  of  Authority  No.  15-A:  Arndt.  2] 

DIRECTOR,  OFFICE  OF  AUDITS  AND 
INVESTIGATIONS 

Delegation  of  Administrative,  Financial  and 
Investigation  Activities 

Delegation  of  Authority  No.  15-A  (37 
FR  24716),  as  amended  (38  FR  19294), 
is  hereby  further  amended  to  delegate 
certain  investigatory  authority  to  the 
Director,  Office  of  Audits  and  Investiga¬ 
tions.  Actions  taken  by  the  Director,  Of¬ 
fice  of  Audits  and  Investigations  under 
the  provisions  of  Section  310  of  the  Small 
Business  Investment  Act  of  1958,  as 
amended,  and  section  5(b)  (11)  of  the 
Small  Business  Act,  as  amended,  prior 
to  the  date  hereof  are  hereby  ratified. 

Section  C  is  therefore  added  to  Dele¬ 
gation  of  Authority  No.  1&-A  as  follows: 

C.  Investigation  Authority — 1.  Direc¬ 
tor,  Office  of  Audits  and  Investigations. 
a.  To  exercise  in  the  name  of  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  the  powers  conferred  on  the  Ad¬ 
ministration  by  section  310  of  the  Small 
Business  Investment  Act  of  1958,  as 
amended,  and  section  5(b)  (11)  of  the 
Small  Business  Act,  as  amended. 

Effective  date:  May  28, 1975. 

Dated:  March  20, 1975. 

Herbert  T.  Mills, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.75-13828  FUed  5-27-75;8:45  am] 


UNITED  STATES  RAILWAY 
ASSOCIATION 

[Docket  No.  76-17] 

PENN  CENTRAL  TRANSPORTATION  CO. 

Abandonment  of  Portion  of  Norwalk 
Branch,  Huron  and  Sandusky  Counties, 
Ohio 

Order.  The  Trustees  of  Penn  Central 
Transportation  Company,  debtor,  a  rail¬ 
road  in  reorganization  under  the  Re- 
gi(mal  Rail  Reorganization  Act  of  1973 
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(45  U£.C.  701  et  seq.).  applied  to  the 
United  States  Railway  Association  for 
the  authorization  required  by  section 
304(f)  of  that  Act  to  abandon  a  portion 
of  a  line  of  railroad  known  as  the  Nor¬ 
walk  Branch,  between  milepost  250.7 
near  Bellerue  and  milepost  257.7  near 
Clyde,  a  distance  of  7.0  miles  in  Huron 
and  Sandusky  Counties,  Ohio. 

Section  304<f)  provides  that  a  rail¬ 
road  in  reorganization  may  not  abandon 
a  line  ot  railroad  “unless  it  is  authorized 
to  do  so  by  the  Association  and  imless 
no  state  or  local  or  regional  transporta¬ 
tion  authority  reasonably  opposes  such 
action.” 

No  state  or  local  or  regional  transpor¬ 
tation  authority  opposes  this  application. 
The  Congress  of  Railway  Unions  and  the 
Brotlierhood  of  Locomotive  Engineers  re¬ 
quest  the  imposition  of  labor  protective 
conditions  for  any  employees  who  may 
be  affected  by  this  abandonment.  Aban¬ 
donment  of  this  line  would  not  other¬ 
wise  be  inconsistent  with  the  purposes  of 
the  Act. 

Accordingly,  the  application  will  be 
granted  on  the  condition  that  adversely 
affected  employees  receive,  until  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  mandatory  offers  to  “pro¬ 
tected  employees”  under  section  502(b) 
of  the  Act.  the  labor  protection  custom¬ 
arily  imposed  by  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  as  in  Chicago,  B&Q 
R.  Co.,  Abandonment,  257  LC.C.  700. 

This  order  shall  be  effective  on  June  17, 
1975. 

Dated  this  21st  day  of  May  1975. 

[seal]  Edwabo  G.  Jordan, 
President,  United  States 
Railvoav  Association. 

[FR  Doc.75-13801  PUed  6-27-75;8:45  am] 

(Docket  No.  75-66] 

PENN  CENTRAL  TRANSPORTATION  CO. 
Abandonment  of  Portion,  Lansing  Branch 

Order.  On  October  31,  1974,  the 
Trustees  of  the  P«ui  Central  Transpor¬ 
tation  C^ompany,  debtor,  a  railroad  in 
reorganization  under  the  Regional  Rail 
Reorganization  Act  of  1973  (45  U.S.C. 
701  et  seq.),  applied  to  the  United  States 
Railway  Association  for  the  authoriza¬ 
tion  required  by  section  304(f)  of  that 
Act  to  abandon  a  portion  of  a  line  rail¬ 
road  known  as  the  Albion  segment  of  the 
Lansing  Branch  between  milepost  23.6  at 
Albion,  Michigan,  and  its  terminus  at 
milepost  23.8,  a  distance  of  0.2  miles,  in 
Calhoun  Ck>unty,  Michigan. 

Section  304(f)  provides  that  a  railroad 
in  reorganization  may  not  abandon  a  line 
of  railroad  “unless  it  is  authorized  to  do 
so  by  the  Association  and  unless  no  state 
or  local  or  regional  transportation  au¬ 
thority  reasonably  opposes  such  action.” 

No  state  or  local  or  regional  transpor¬ 
tation  authority  opposes  this  application. 
The  Brotherhood  of  Locomotive  Ekigi- 
neers,  the  Railway  Labor  Executives  As¬ 
sociation,  and  the  Congress  of  Railway 
Unions  have  requested  the  Association 
Impose  conditions  for  the  protection  of 


employees  who  may  be  affected  by  this 
abandmunent.  Abandonment  of  this  line 
would  not  otherwise  be  inconsistent  with 
the  purposes  of  the  Act. 

Accordingly,  the  application  will  be 
granted  on  the  condition  that  adversely 
affected  employees  receive,  imtil  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  mandatory  offers  to  “pro¬ 
tected  employees”  imder  section  502(b) 
of  the  Act,  the  labor  protection  custom¬ 
arily  imposed  by  the  Interstate  Ctom- 
merce  Commission,  as  in  Chicago.  B.&Q. 
R.  Co.,  Abandonment,  257  I.C.C.  700. 

This  Order  shall  be  effective  on 
June  17.  1975. 

Dated  this  21st  day  of  May  1975. 

[seal]  Edward  G.  Jordan, 
President,  United  States 
Railway  Association. 

(FR  Doo.75-13803  Filed  6-27-75;8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  75-67] 

PENN  CENTRAL  TRANSPORTATION  CO. 
Abandonment  of  Portion,  Lansing  Branch 

Order.  On  October  31,  1974,  the  Trus¬ 
tees  of  the  Penn  Central  Transportation 
Company,  debtor,  a  railroad  in  reorga¬ 
nization  imder  the  Regional  Rail  Reorga¬ 
nization  Act  of  1973  (45  U.S.C.  701  et 
seq) ,  applied  to  the  United  States  Rail¬ 
way  Association  for  the  authorization 
required  by  section  304(f)  of  that  Act  to 
abandon  a  portion  of  a  line  railroad 
known  as  the  Eaton  Rapids  segment  of 
the  Lansing  Branch  between  milepost 
41.9  at  Eaton  Rapids,  Michigan,  and  its 
terminus  at  milepost  42.5,  a  distance  of 
0.6  miles,  in  Eaton  Coimty,  Michigan. 

Section  304(f)  provides  that  a  railroad 
in  reorganizaticm  may  not  abandon  a 
line  of  railroad  “unless  it  is  authorized  to 
do  so  by  the  Association  and  unless  no 
state  or  local  or  regional  transportation 
authority  reasonably  opposes  such 
action.” 

No  state  or  local  or  regional  transpor¬ 
tation  authority  opposes  this  application. 
The  Brotherhood  of  Locomotive  Engi¬ 
neers,  the  RaUway  Labor  Executives 
Association,  and  the  Congress  of  Railway 
Unions  have  requested  the  Association 
impose  conditions  for  the  protection  of 
employees  who  may  be  affected  by  this 
abandonment.  Abandonment  of  this  line 
would  not  otherwise  be  inconsistent  with 
the  purposes  of  the  Act. 

Accordingly,  the  application  will  be 
granted  on  the  condition  that  adversely 
affected  employees  receive,  until  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  mandatory  offers  to  “pro¬ 
tected  employees”  under  section  502(b) 
of  the  Act,  the  labor  protection  cus¬ 
tomarily  imposed  by  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  as  in  Chicago,  B.  &  Q. 
R.  Co..  Abandonment,  257  I.C.C.  700. 

Ihis  Order  ihall  be  effective  on  June 
17,  1975. 

Dated  this  21st  day  of  May  1975. 

[seal]  Edward  G.  Jordan, 

President,  United  States 
Railway  Association. 

(FR  Doc.76-13806  Filed  6-27-75:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  75-66] 

PENN  CENTRAL  TRANSPORTATION  CO. 
Abandonment  of  Portion,  Lansing  Branch 

Order.  On  October  31, 1974,  the  Trust¬ 
ees  of  the  Penn  Central  Transportation 
Comp>any,  debtor,  a  railroad  in  reorga¬ 
nization  imder  the  Regional  Rail  Reor¬ 
ganization  Act  of  1973  (45  UB.C.  701  et 
seq.),  applied  to  the  United  States  Rail¬ 
way  Association  for  the  authorization 
required  by  section  304(f)  of  that  Act  to 
abandon  a  portion  of  a  line  railroad 
known  as  the  Lansing  segment  of  the 
Lansing  Branch  between  milepost  59.7 
near  Lansing  to  its  terminus  at  milepost 
60.4,  a  distance  of  0.7  mile,  in  Ingham 
County.  Michigan. 

Section  304(f)  provides  that  a  railroad 
in  reorganization  may  not  abandon  a 
line  of  railroad  “unless  it  is  authorized 
to  do  so  by  the  Association  and  unless  no 
state  or  local  or  regional  transporta¬ 
tion  authority  reasonably  opposes  such 
action.” 

No  state  or  local  or  regional  trans¬ 
portation  authority  opposes  this  ap¬ 
plication.  The  Brotherhood  of  Locomo¬ 
tive  Engineers,  the  Railway  Labor  Ex¬ 
ecutives  Association,  and  the  Congress  of 
Railway  Unions  have  requested  the  As¬ 
sociation  impose  conditions  for  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  employees  who  may  be  af¬ 
fected  by  this  abandonment  Abandon¬ 
ment  of  this  line  would  not  otherwise 
be  inconsistent  with  the  purposes  of  the 
Act. 

Accordingly,  the  application  will  be 
granted  on  the  condition  that  adversely 
affected  employees  receive,  until  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  mandatory  offers  to  “pro¬ 
tected  employees”  under  section  502(b) 
of  the  Act,  the  labor  protection  customar¬ 
ily  imposed  by  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  as  in  Chicago,  B.&Q.  R.  Co., 
Abandonment,  257  I.C.C.  700. 

This  order  shall  be  effective  on  June 
17,  1975. 

Dated  this  21st  day  of  May  1975. 

[seal]  Edward  G.  Jordan, 
President,  United  States 
Railway  Association, 

(FR  Doc.75-13807  FUed  5-27-75:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  76-70] 

PENN  CENTRAL  TRANSPORTATION  CO. 

Abandonment  of  Olean  Branch,  Sixteenth 
Street  Track 

Order.  On  December  16,  1974,  the 
Trustees  of  the  Penn  Central  Transpor¬ 
tation  Company,  debtor,  a  railroad  in 
reorganization  imder  the  Regional  Rail 
Reorganization  Act  of  1973  (45  UB.C. 
701  et  seq.) ,  applied  to  the  United  States 
Railway  Association  for  the  authoriza¬ 
tion  required  by  section  304(f)  of  that 
Act  to  abandon  the  Olean  Branch,  Six¬ 
teenth  Street  Track  between  Valuation 
Station  9  +  15  and  Valuation  Station 
68+20,  a  distance  of  1.1  miles,  all  in  the 
City  of  Olean,  (Cattaraugus  County,  New 
York. 

Section  304(f)  provides  that  a  rail¬ 
road  in  reorganization  may  not  abandon 
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a  line  of  railroad  "unless  it  is  authorized 
to  do  so  by  the  Association  and  unless 
no  state  or  local  or  regional  transporta¬ 
tion  authority  reasonably  opposes  such 
action.  The  Brotherhood  of  Locomotive 
Engineers,  the  Railway  Labor  Executives 
Association,  and  the  Congress  of  Rail¬ 
way  Unions,  have  requested  that  the  As¬ 
sociation  impose  conditions  for  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  employees  who  may  be  affected 
by  this  abandonment.  Abandonment  of 
this  line  would  not  otherwise  be  incon¬ 
sistent  with  the  purposes  of  the  Act. 

Accordingly,  the  application  will  be 
granted  on  the  condition  that  adversely 
affected  employees  receive,  \mtil  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  mandatory  offers  to  "pro¬ 
tected  employees"  imder  section  502(b) 
of  the  Act.  the  labor  protection  custom¬ 
arily  imposed  by  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  as  in  Chicago,  B.  b 
Q.  R.  Co.,  Abandonment,  257  I.C.C.  700. 

This  Order  shall  be  effective  on  June 
17,  1975. 

Dated  this  21  day  of  May  1975. 

[seal]  Edward  O.  Jordan, 

President,  United  States 
Railway  Association. 

(FR  Doc.75-13808  Piled  6-27-75:8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  75-42] 

PENN  CENTRAL  TRANSPORTATION  CO. 

Discontinuance  of  Service,  Evansville 
Secondary  Track 

Order.  On  May  17,  1974,  the  Trustees 
of  the  Penn  Central  Transportation 
Company,  debtor,  a  railroad  in  reorgani¬ 
zation  under  the  Regional  Rail  Reorgani¬ 
zation  Act  of  1973  (45  U.S.C.  701  et  seq.) , 
an>lied  to  the  United  States  Railway  As¬ 
sociation  for  the  authorization  required 
by  section  304(f)  of  that  Act  to  discon¬ 
tinue  service  over  a  portion  of  a  line  of 
railroad  known  as  the  Ehransville  Second¬ 
ary  Track  between  milepost  132.0  at  Skel¬ 
ton  and  milepost  154.1  at  Evansville,  22.1 
miles  in  length  in  Gibson,  Posey,  and 
Vanderburgh  Counties,  Indiana. 

Section  304(f)  provides  that  a  railrocul 
in  reorganization  may  not  discontinue 
service  or  abandon  a  line  of  railroad  "im- 
less  it  is  authorized  to  do  so  by  the  As¬ 
sociation  and  unless  no  state  or  local  or 
regional  transportation  authority  rea¬ 
sonably  opposes  such  action.  The  Con¬ 
gress  of  Railway  Unions  and  the  Railway 
Labor  Executives  Association  have  re¬ 
quested  that  the  Association  Impose  con¬ 
ditions  for  the  protection  of  employees 
who  may  be  affected  by  this  abandon¬ 
ment.  M.  M.  Reaves,  Secretary-Treasvu'er 
of  Local  #1431  of  the  United  Transpor¬ 
tation  Union  and  R.  K.  Hockgelger,  Divi¬ 
sion  Chairman,  RJL  #3,  Brotherhood  of 
Railway  Airline  and  Steamship  Clerks, 
oppose  the  application  on  more  general 
grounds.  Discontinuance  of  this  service 
would  not  otherwise  be  inconsistent  with 
the  purposes  of  the  Act. 

Accordingly,  the  application  will  be 
granted  on  the  condition  that  adversely 
affected  employees  receive,  \mtil  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  mandatory  offers  to  "pro¬ 
tected  employees”  under  section  502(b) 
of  the  Act,  the  labor  protection  custo¬ 


marily  imposed  by  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  as  in  (Chicago,  B  li  Q. 
R.  Co.,  Abandonment,  257  I.C.C.  700. 

This  Order  shall  be  effective  on  June 
17, 1975. 

Dated  this  21st  day  of  May  1975. 

[SEAL]  Edward  G.  Jordan, 

President,  United  States 
Railway  Association. 

[PR  Doc.75-13802  PUed  5-27-75;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Office  of  Federal  Contract  Compliance 

AFFECTED  CLASS  AND  BACK  PAY 
GUIDEUNES 

Extension  of  Comment  Period 

On  March  26,  1975,  the  Office  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Contract  Compliance  published  pro¬ 
posed  Affected  Class  and  Back  Pay 
Guidelines  at  41  CFR  Part  13311.  The 
proposed  Guidelines  would  amend  41 
CFR  Part  60-60,  known  as  Revised  Or¬ 
der  14,.  by  clarifying  the  means  of  iden¬ 
tifying  an  affected  class,  resolving 
affected  class  problems  and  setting  forth 
the  principles  applicable  in  awarding 
back  pay  relief  to  identifiable  victims  of 
discrimination  including  affected  class 
members. 

Interested  persons  were  invited  to 
c(»nment  upon  the  proposal  by  submit¬ 
ting  written  data,  views  or  arguments  to 
the  Department  of  Labor  on  or  before 
April  25,  1975.  That  comment  period  has 
expired,  and  many  persons  have  submit¬ 
ted  requests  asking  for  an  extension  of 
the  time  to  comment.  In  consideration 
of  these  requests,  the  comment  period  is 
hereby  extended  until  June  27,  1975. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  their 
comments  to  Mr.  Philip  J.  Davis,  Direc¬ 
tor,  Office  of  Federal  Contract  (Compli¬ 
ance,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  200 
Constitution  Avenue,  NW.,  Room  N3402, 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

John  T.  Dunlop, 
Secretary  of  Labor. 
Bernard  E.  DeLurt,  « 
Assistant  Secretary  for 
Employment  Standards. 

Philip  J.  Davis, 
Director,  Office  of  Federal 
Contract  Compliance. 

May  22.  1975. 

[PR  Doc.75-13846  Plied  5-27-75:8:45  am) 

Office  of  the  Secretary 
ALLEN  QUIMBY  VENEER  CO. 

Certification  of  Eligibility  To  Apply  for 
Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-4:  investigation  regarding  certifica¬ 
tion  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker  ad¬ 
justment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
section  222  of  the  Act 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  9,  1975  In  response  to  a  worker  pe¬ 
tition  received  on  April  8, 1975  which  was 
filed  on  behalf  of  workers  formerly  en¬ 


gaged  in  the  production  of  birch  plsrwood 
doorskins  at  the  Allen  Qulmby  Veneer 
Co.,  Bingham.  Maine,  a  Division  of 
Columbia  Plsrwood  Corp.,  Division  of 
Columbia  Corp.,  Portland,  Oregon. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR 
17089)  on  April  16,  1975.  No  public  hear¬ 
ing  was  requested  and  none  was  held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  is  made  was  obtained  prin¬ 
cipally  from  officials  of  Allen  Quimby 
Veneer  Co.,  its  major  customers,  the  U.S. 
International  Trade  Commission,  indus¬ 
try  analysts,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  issue  a  certification  of  eli¬ 
gibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance  each  of  the  group  eligibility  require¬ 
ments  of  section  222  of  the  Trade  Act 
of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  In  such  workers*  firm  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  of  the  firm  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated, 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased 
absolutely,  and 

(3)  That  Increases  of  Imports  of  articles 
like  or  directly  competitive  with  articles  pro¬ 
duced  by  such  workers’  firm  or  an  appropri¬ 
ate  subdivision  thereof  contributed  Impor¬ 
tantly  to  such  total  or  partial  separation,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  such  decline  In  sales 
or  production. 

Por  piUTJOses  of  paragraph  (»).  the  term 
"contributed  Importantly"  means  a  cause 
which  Is  Important  but  not  necessarily  more 
Important  than  any  other  cause. 

Significant  total  or  partial  separations. 
All  hourly  workers  and  most  salaried 
workers  of  the  Allen  Quimby  Veneer  Co. 
were  separated  In  September-November 
1974  when  the  company  was  phasing  out 
production  prior  to  closing. 

Sales  or  production,  or  both,  have  de¬ 
creased  absolutely.  Sales  and  production 
of  birch  plywood  doorskins  manufac¬ 
tured  at  the  Allen  Quimby  Veneer  Co. 
decreased  absolutely  in  the  second  and 
third  quarters  of  1974.  All  production  of 
birch  plsrwood  doorskins  ceased  in 
November  1974. 

Increases  of  imports  contributed  im¬ 
portantly.  Imports  of  articles  like  or  di¬ 
rectly  competitive  with  the  birch  ply¬ 
wood  doorskins  produced  at  the  Allen 
Quimby  Veneer  Co.  Increased  as  a  per¬ 
cent  of  domestic  consumption  and  pro¬ 
duction  from  75  percent  and  307  percent 
respectively  in  1973  to  78  percent  and 
335  percent  respectively  in  1974.  In  the 
fourth  quarter  of  1974  the  ratios  of  im¬ 
ports  to  consumption  and  imports  to  pro¬ 
duction  were  83  percent  and  500  percent 
respectively.  Import  levels  of  birch  ply¬ 
wood  doorskins  declined  from  126  mil¬ 
lion  square  feet  in  1973  to  87  million 
square  feet  in  1974, 

The  evidence  developed  in  tiie  Depart¬ 
ment’s  investigation  Indicates  that  In¬ 
creased  import  competition  was  an  im¬ 
portant  factor  contributing  to  the  clos¬ 
ing  of  the  Allen  Quimby  Veneer  plant. 
In  recent  years  Imports  held  a  dominant 
share  of  toe  domestic  market  for  birch 
plywood  doorskins  and  significantly  In- 
fiuenced  toe  prices  which  domestic  pro¬ 
ducers  could  obtain  for  their  products. 
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During  1974,  as  doorskin  sales  declined 
sharply  due  to  cutbacks  In  housing  con¬ 
struction.  imports  of  birch  plywood  door- 
skins  increased  their  share  of  the  domes¬ 
tic  market.  Major  custmners  of  AUra 
Quimby  Veneer  stated  that  in  the  last 
6  months  of  1974  birch  plywood  door- 
skins  from  Japan,  the  largest  supplier  in 
the  domestic  market,  were  available  at 
prices  substantially  below  those  of  domes¬ 
tic  producers.  Allen  Quimby  Veneer  could 
not  meet  the  lower  import  prices  without 
incurring  substantial  losses  on  its  door- 
skin  operations.  In  these  circumstances 
Columbia  Plywood  Corp.,  the  parent 
company  of  Allen  Quimby  Veneer,  con¬ 
cluded  that  continued  doorskin  pro¬ 
duction  would  not  be  profitable  and 
that  the  Allen  Quimby  Veneer  plant 
should  be  closed. 

Conclusion.  After  careful  review  of  the 
facts  obtained  in  the  investigation,  I  con¬ 
clude  that  increases  of  imports  like  and 
directly  competitive  with  the  birch  ply¬ 
wood  doorskins  produced  at  the  Allen 
Quimby  Veneer  Co.  contributed  impor¬ 
tantly  to  the  total  or  partial  separation 
of  the  workers  of  that  firm.  Section  223 
(b)  (2)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  provides 
that  a  certification  of  eligibility  to  apply 
for  worker  adjustment  assistance  may 
not  apply  to  any  worker  who  was  last 
separated  from  the  firm  or  subdivision 
more  than  6  months  before  the  effective 
date  of  the  new  program  (l.e.  October  3, 
1974) .  In  accordance  with  this  provision 
of  the  Act  I  make  the  following  certifi¬ 
cation: 

AU  hourly  and  salaried  workers  of  the 
Allen  Quimby  Veneer  Co..  Bingham,  Maine, 
a  Division  of  Columbia  Plywood  Corp.,  Divi¬ 
sion  of  Columbia  Corp.,  Portland,  Oregon, 
who  became  totally  or  partially  separated 
from  employment  on  or  after  October  7, 1974, 
are  eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance  rmder  Title  II,  Chapter  2  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C..  this  15th 
day  of  May  1975. 

Herbert  N.  Blackman, 
Associate  Deputy  Under  Secre¬ 
tary  for  Trade  and  Adjust¬ 
ment  Policy. 

[FB  Doc.75-13847  PUed  5-27-75;8:45  am) 


(TA-W-261 

ROHR  INDUSTRIES,  INC. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of 
Eligibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance 

On  May  19.  1975  the  Department  of 
Labor  received  a  petition  filed  imder 
section  221(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974 
(“the  Act”)  by  the  International  Asso¬ 
ciation  of  Machinists  and  Aerospace 
Workers  on  b^alf  of  the  workers  and 
former  workers  of  the  Chula  Vista,  Cali¬ 
fornia  plant  of  Rohr  Industries,  Inc., 
Chula  Vista,  California. 

Accordingly,  the  Acting  Director,  Of¬ 
fice  of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Intcnmatlonal  Labor  Affairs,  has 
instituted  an  Investigation  as  provided 
in  section  221(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  cm 
90.12. 


The  purpose  of  the  Investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
Increases  of  Imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  door  frame 
weldments  for  transit  cars  and  detailed 
sheet  metal  parts  and  subassemblies  for 
aircraft  engine  nacelles  produced  by  the 
Chula  Vista,  California  plant  of  Rohr 
Industries,  Inc.  or  an  appropriate  sub¬ 
division  thereof  have  contributed  impor¬ 
tantly  to  an  absolute  decline  in  sales  or 
production,  or  both,  of  such  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  and  to  the  actual  or  threatened 
total  or  partial  separation  of  a  signifi¬ 
cant  number  of  proportion  of  the  work¬ 
ers  of  such  firm  or  subdivision.  The  in¬ 
vestigation  will  further  relate,  as  ap¬ 
propriate,  to  the  determination  of  the 
date  on  which  total  or  partial  separations 
began  or  threatened  to  begin  and  the 
subdivision  of  the  firm  involved.  A  group 
meeting  the  eligibility  requirements  of 
section  222  of  the  Act  will  be  certified 
as  eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance  vmder  Title  H,  Chapter  2,  of  the 
Act  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  Subpart  B  of  29CFR  Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  cm  90.13,  the  petition¬ 
er  or  any  other  person  showing  a  sub¬ 
stantial  interest  in  the  subject  matter 
of  the  investigation  may  request  a  pub¬ 
lic  hearing:  Provided,  Such  request  is 
filed  in  writing  with  the  Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance, 
at  the  address  shown  below,  not  later 
than  June  7,  1975. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Acting  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  Internation¬ 
al  Labor  Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  La¬ 
bor,  3rd  St.  and  Constitution  Ave.,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  19th 
day  of  May  1975. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

(PR  Doc.76-13848  PUed  5-27-75;8:45  amj 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[NoUce  776] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

Mat  22,  1975. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation  or  oral  argiunent  ap- 
F>ear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  Include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hearings  will  be  on  the  issues  as 
presently  refiected  in  the  Official  Docket 
of  the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be 
made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation 
of  hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but 
interested  parties  should  take  appropri¬ 
ate  steps  to  insure  that  they  are  noti¬ 
fied  of  cancellation  or  postponements  of 
hearings  in  which  they  are  interested. 

MC  139721,  AU  World  Travel,  Inc.,  now  as¬ 
signed  June  10. 1975  at  PhUadelphia,  Penn¬ 
sylvania  is  postponed  Indefinitely. 


MC-F-12443,  Jerry  Llpps,  Inc. — P\irchase — 
Pascagoula  Drayage  Company,  Inc.  and 
Jerry  Llpps,  Inc.,  now  being  assigned  Sep¬ 
tember  9,  1976  (4  days)  at  Jackson,  Miss., 
in  a  hearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  730  Sub  364,  Pacific  Intermountain  Ex¬ 
press  Co.,  now  being  assigned  September  9, 
1976  (14  days)  at  Los  Angeles,  California; 
in  a  bearing  room  to  be  designated  later. 

MC-P  12254,  Economy  Movers,  Inc. — Control 
and  Merger — Eckley  Trucking  and  Leasing, 
Inc.,  and  MC  6227  Sub  16,  Economy  Mov¬ 
ers,  Inc.,  now  assigned  July  14,  1976  at 
Omaha,  Nebraska  is  cancelled,  and  trans¬ 
ferred  to  Modified  Procedure. 

MC  124211  Sub  254,  Hilt  Truck  Line,  Inc.,  now 
being  assigned  July  14,  1975  (2  days),  at 
Omaha,  Nebraska;  in  a  hearing  room  to  be 
designated  later. 

[seal]  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 

Acting  Secretary. 
[FR  Doc.76-13852  Piled  6-27-76;8:45  am] 


.  [AB  6  (Sub-No.  7)  1 

BURLINGTON  NORTHERN  INC. 

Abandonment  Between  Brisbin  and 
Gardiner,  Park  County,  Montana 

Upon  consideration  of  the  record  in 
the  above-entitled  proceeding,  and  of  a 
staff-prepared  environmental  threshold 
assessment  survey  which  is  available  to 
the  public  upon  request;  and 

It  appearing,  that  no  environmental 
impact  statement  need  be  issued  in  this 
proceeding  because  this  proceeding  does 
not  represent  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  within  the  meaning 
of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969,  42  U.S.C.  4321,  et  seq.;  and 
good  cause  appearing  therefor: 

It  is  ordered.  That  applicant  be,  and 
it  is  hereby,  directed  to  publish  the  ap¬ 
pended  notice  in  a  newspapier  of  general 
circulation  in  Park  Coimty,  Mont.,  on  or 
before  Jime  6,  1975  and  certify  to  the 
Commission  that  this  has  been  accom¬ 
plished. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  notice 
of  this  order  shall  be  given  to  the  general 
public  by  depositing  a  copy  thereof  in 
the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  at  Washington,  D.C.,  and  by  for¬ 
warding  a  copy  to  the  Director,  Office  of 
the  Federal  Register,  for  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  15th 
day  of  May  1975. 

By  the  Ccxnmission,  Commissioner 
Tuggle. 

[seal]  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 
Acting  Secretary. 

(AB  6  (Sub-No.  7)  ] 

Burlington  Northern  Inc. 

ABANDONMENT  BETWEEN  BRISBIN  AND 
GARDINER,  PARK  COUNTY,  MONTANA 

The  Interstate  C^ommerce  Commission 
hereby  gives  notice  that  by  order  dated 
May  15, 1975,  it  has  been  determined  that 
the  proposed  abandonment  by  the  Bur¬ 
lington  Northern  Inc.,  of  its  line  of  rail¬ 
road  between  Milepost  10.60  at  Brisbin 
and  Milepost  54.36  at  Gardiner,  a  total 
distance  of  43.75  mainline  miles,  plus 
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4.28  yard  track  miles,  all  in  Park  County, 
Mont.,  if  approved  by  the  Commission, 
does  not  constitute  a  major  Federal  ac¬ 
tion  significantly  affecting  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment  within  the 
meaning  of  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  of  1969  (NEPA),  42  U.S.C. 
S  4321,  et  seq.,  and  that  preparation  of 
a  detailed  environmental  impact  state¬ 
ment  will  not  be  required  under  section 
4332(2)  (C)  of  the  NEPA. 

It  was  concluded,  among  other  things, 
that  the  environmental  impacts  of  the 
proposed  action  are  considered  insignifi¬ 
cant  because  (1)  the  volume  of  traffic 
handled  on  the  line  has  been  low  and  is 
steadily  declining,  (2)  U.S.  Highway  89, 
which  parallels  the  subject  line,  provides 
an  adequate  highway  route,  (3)  any  re¬ 
sultant  diversion  of  traffic  from  rail  to 
truck  will  not  have  a  significant  impact 
on  air  and  water  quality,  and  (4)  there 
is  the  availability  of  applicant’s  rail 
service  at  Livingston,  Mont.  In  addition, 
approval  of  the  abandonment  proceed¬ 
ing  could  allow  private  and  public  agen¬ 
cies  the  opportunity  to  offer  to  pvu-chase 
all  or  part  of  the  right-of-way  property 
with  its  related  materials  and  structures 
for  rail  service  and  public  use. 

This  determination  was  based  upon  the 
staff  preparation  and  consideration  of 
an  environmental  threshold  assessment 
survey,  which  is  available  on  request  to 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Office  of  Proceedings,  Washington,  D.C. 
20423;  ttiephone  202-343-2086. 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
this  matter  by  filing  their  statements  in 
writing  with  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20423,  on 
or  b^ore  June  23,  1975. 

This  negative  environmental  deter¬ 
mination  shall  become  final  unless  good 
and  sufficient  reason  demonstrating  why 
an  environmental  Impact  statement 
should  be  pr^ared  for  this  action  is 
submitted  to  the  Commission  by  the 
above-specified  date. 

[PR  Doc.75-13864  PUed  6-27-75;8:45  amj 


[AB  1  (Sub-No.  30)  ] 

CHICAGO  AND  NORTH  WESTERN 
TRANSPORTATION  CO. 

Abandonment  Between  Blue  Earth  and 
Elmore,  In  FairbauH  County,  Minnesota 

Mat  16,  1975.  • 
The  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
hereby  gives  notice  that:  1.  By  order 
served  April  14,  1975,  applicant  was  re¬ 
quired  to  publish  a  notice  in  the  Falr- 
bault  Coimty,  Minn.,  that  an  environ¬ 
mental  threshold  assessm«it  smvey  was 
made  in  the  above-entitled  proceeding 
and  based  on  that  assessment  it  was  de¬ 
termined  that  the  proceeding  does  not 
constitute  a  major  Federal  action  sig¬ 
nificantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  within  the  meaning 
of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969  (NEPA),  42  UB.C.  4321,  et 
seq.  2.  No  comments  in  (^ipositlon,  of  an 


environmental  nature,  were  received  by 
the  Commission  in  response  to  the  April 
14,  1975,  order  and  subsequent  notice. 
3.  This  proceeding  is  now  ready  for  fur¬ 
ther  disposition  within  the  Office  of 
Hearings  or  the  Office  of  Proceedings  as 
appropriate. 

[SEAL]  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-13868  Piled  6-27-76;8:46  am] 


[AB  29] 

CINCINNATI,  NEW  ORLEANS-TEXAS 
PACIFIC  RAILWAY  CO. 

Abandonment  Between  Harriman  and  Dear- 
mond  in  Roane  and  Morgan  Counties, 
Tennessee 

May  16,  1975. 

The  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
hereby  gives  notice  that:  1.  By  order 
served  April  9,  1975,  applicant  was  re¬ 
quired  to  publish  a  notice  in  the  Roane 
and  Morgan  Counties,  Tenn.,  that  an 
environmental  threshold  assessment  sur¬ 
vey  was  made  in  the  above-entitled  pro¬ 
ceeding  and  based  on  that  assessment 
it  was  determined  that  the  proceeding 
does  not  constitute  a  major  Federal  ac¬ 
tion  significantly  affecting  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment  within  the 
meaning  of  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  of  1969  (NEPA),  42  UB.C. 
4321,  et  seq.  2.  No  comments  in  opposi¬ 
tion,  of  an  environmental  natiu'e,  were 
received  by  the  Commission  in  response 
to  the  April  9,  1975,  order  and  subse¬ 
quent  notice.  3.  Hiis  proceeding  is  now 
ready  for  further  disposition  within  the 
Office  of  Hearings  or  the  Office  of  Pro¬ 
ceedings  as  appropriate. 

[SEAL]  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 
Acting  Secretary. 
[FR  Doc.76-13860  PUed  6-27-76:8:46  am] 


[Plnance  Docket  No.  27628] 

OREGON-WASHINGTON  RAILROAD  AND 
NAVIGATION  CO. 

Construction  and  Operation  Near  Hedges, 
Benton  County,  Washington 

Upon  consideration  of  the  record  in 
the  above-entitled  proceeding,  and  of  a 
staff-prepared  environmental  threshold 
assessment  survey  which  is  available  to 
the  public  upon  request;  and 

It  appearing,  that  no  environmental 
Impact  statement  need  be  Issued  in  this 
proceeding  because  this  proceeding  does 
not  represent  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
hmnan  environment  within  the  meaning 
of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969,  42  n.S.C.  4321,  et  seq.;  and 
good  cause  appearing  therefor; 

It  is  ordered.  That  applicant  be,  and 
it  is  hereby,  directed  to  publish  the  ap¬ 
pended  notice  in  a  newspaper  of  general 
circulation  in  Benton  County,  Wash.,  on 
or  before  June  6, 1975  and  certify  to  the 
Commission  that  this  has  been  acc(Hn- 
pUshed. 


And  it  is  further  ordered,  'Hiat  notice 
of  this  order  shall  be  given  to  the  gen¬ 
eral  public  by  depositing  a  copy  thereof 
in  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  C(Hn- 
mission  at  Washington,  D.C.,  and  by  for¬ 
warding  a  copy  to  the  Director,  Office  of 
the  Federal  Register,  for  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  15th 
day  of  May  1975. 

By  the  Commission,  Commissioner 
Tuggle. 

[seal]  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[Finance  Docket  No.  27628] 

Oregon-Washington  Railroad  and  Navi¬ 
gation  Co.  Construction  and  Opera¬ 
tion  Near  Hedges,  Benton  County, 

Washington 

The  Interstate  Commerce  C<Hnmission 
hereby  gives  notice  that  by  order  dated 
May  15,  1975,  it  has  been  determined 
that  the  proposed  construction  by  the 
Oregon-Washington  Railroad  and  Navi¬ 
gation  Company  of  its  line  near  Hedges, 
Benton  County,  Wash.,  a  distance  of 
5,005  feet  together  with  1,000  feet  of 
paralleling  run  around  track,  if 
approved  by  the  Commission,  does  not 
constitute  a  major  Federal  action  sig¬ 
nificantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  within  the  meaning 
of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969  (NEPA),  42  U.S.C.  4321,  et 
seq.,  and  that  preparation  of  a  detailed 
environmental  tmpMt  statement  will  not 
be  required  imder  section  4332(2)  (C)  of 
the  NEPA. 

It  was  concluded,  among  other  things, 
that  the  environmental  impacts  of  the 
proposed  action  are  considered  insignifi¬ 
cant  because  the  industrial  development 
accelerated  by  the  subject  action  Is  con¬ 
sistent  with  land  use  plans  for  the  area. 
The  potential  for  Increased  traffic  con¬ 
gestion  and  subsequent  deterioration  of 
air  quality  will  be  mitigated  by  the  oc¬ 
currence  of  switching  operations  after 
working  hours.  Energy  resources  will  be 
minimally  conserved  as  the  construction 
would  allow  for  less  circuitous  routing 
for  rail  traffic. 

This  determination  was  based  upon  the 
staff  preparation  and  consideration  of  an 
environmental  threshold  assessment  sur¬ 
vey,  which  is  available  on  request  to  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Comml^lon,  Office 
of  Proceedings,  Washington,  D.C.  20423; 
telephone  202-343-2086. 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
this  matter  by  filing  their  statements  in 
writing  with  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.,  20423,  on 
or  before  June  23, 1975. 

This  negative  environmental  deter¬ 
mination  shall  become  final  unless  good 
and  sufficient  reason  demonstrating  why 
an  environmental  Impact  statement 
should  be  prepared  for  this  action  is  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Commission  by  the  above- 
specified  date. 

[FR  Doe.75-13863  FUed  5-27-76;8;46  am] 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  40,  NO.  103— WEDNESDAY,  MAY  28,  1975 


23130 


NOTICES 


[No.  36135] 

REPORTING  EXTRAORDINARY,  UNUSUAL 

OR  INFREQUENTLY  OCCURRING 

EVENTS  AND  TRANSACTIONS;  PRIOR 

PERIOD  ADJUSTMENTS;  EFFECTS  OF 

DISPOSAL  OF  A  SEGMENT  OF  A  BUSI¬ 
NESS 

Extension  of  Time  for  Filing  Comments 

Upon  consideration  of  the  record  in  the 
above-entitled  proceeding,  including  the 
letter-request  dated  May  12.  1975,  of  the 
Association  of  Oil  Pipe  Lines  seeking  an 
extension  of  time  to  file  comments  to 
July  21.  1975; 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  due  date  for  the 
filing  of  comments  by  interested  persons 
be,  and  it  is  hereby,  extended  to  July  3, 
1975. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  21st 
day  of  May  1975. 

By  the  Commission,  Vice  Chairman 
O’Neal. 

[skal]  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.75-13867  PUed  5-27-76;8:45  am) 


[AB  12  (6ub-No.  14)  I 

SOUTHERN  PACIFIC  TRANSPORTATION 
CO. 

Abandonment  Near  Inglewood,  in  Los 
Angeles  County,  California 

May  16.  1975. 

The  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
hereby  gives  notice  that:  1.  by  order 
served  April  14.  1975,  applicant  was  re¬ 
quired  to  publish  a  notice  in  ttie  City 
and  Coimty  of  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  that 
an  environmental  threshold  assessment 
survey  was  made,  in  the  above-entitled 
proceeding  and  based  on  that  assess¬ 
ment  it  was  determined  that  the  proceed¬ 
ing  does  not  constitute  a  major  Federal 
action  significantly  affecting  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment  within  the 
m»>Antng  of  the  National  Environmental 
P(filcy  Act  <rf  1969  of  (NEPA) ,  42  UB.C. 
4321,  et  seq.  2.  No  comments  in  opposi¬ 
tion,  of  an  environmental  nature,  were 
received  by  the  Commission  in  response 
to  the  April  14,  1975,  order  and  subse¬ 
quent  notice.  3.  This  proceeding  is  now 
ready  for  further  dispositicm  within  the 
Office  of  Hearings  or  the  Office  of  Pro¬ 
ceedings  as  appropriate. 

I  SEAL  1  Joseph  M.  Harrington. 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.75-13859  Filed  5-27-75; 8: 45  am] 


[AB  12  (Sub-No.  11)1 

SOUTHERN  PACIFIC  TRANSPORTATION 
CO. 

Abandonment  Between  Wise  Transfer  and 
El  SegurKlo,  in  Los  Angeles  County,  Cal¬ 
ifornia 

Mat  16, 1975. 

The  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
hereby  gives  notice  that:  1.  By  order 
served  April  14,  1975,  applicant  was  re¬ 
quired  to  publish  a  notice  in  the  Los 
Angeles,  Calif.,  that  an  environmental 
threshold  assessment  survey  was  made 


in  the  above-entitled  proceeding  and 
based  on  that  assessment  it  was  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  proceeding  does  not  con¬ 
stitute  a  major  Federal  action  signifi¬ 
cantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment  within  the  meaning  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969  (NEPA) ,  42  U.S.C.  4321,  et  seq.  2. 
No  comments  in  opposition,  of  an  en¬ 
vironmental  nature,  were  received  by  the 
Commission  in  response  to  the  April  14, 
1975,  order  and  subsequent  notice.  3. 
This  proceeding  is  now  ready  for  further 
disposition  within  the  Office  of  Hearings 
or  the  Office  of  Proceedings  as  appro¬ 
priate. 

Joseph  M.  Harrington, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-13861  Filed  5-27-75:8:45  am] 


[I.C.C.  Order  No.  P-31 

SOUTHERN  PACIFIC  TRANSPORTATION 
CO. 

Passenger  Train  Operation 

It  appearing,  that  the  National  Rail¬ 
road  Passenger  Corporation  (Amtrak) 
has  established  through  passenger  train 
service  between  Chicago,  Illinois,  and 
Los  Angeles,  California;  that  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  these  trains  require  the  use  of 
employees,  tracks  and  other  facilities 
of  The  Atchison,  Tcnieka  and  Santa  Fe 
Railway  Cc«npany  (ATSF) ;  that  a  por¬ 
tion  of  ATSF’s  tracks  between  Barstow, 
California,  and  San  Bernardino,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  are  temporarily  out  of  service  due 
to  a  freight  train  derailment;  that  an 
alternate  route  is  available  between  Bar¬ 
stow  and  Mojave,  California,  on  the 
ATSF,  thence  via  the  Southern  Pacific 
Transportation  Company  from  Mojave 
to  Los  Angeles,  California;  that  it’s  use 
is  necessary  in  the  interest  of  the  pub¬ 
lic  and  the  commerce  oi.  the  people;  that 
notice  and  public  procedure  herein  are 
Impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest;  and  that  good  cause  exists 
for  making  this  order  effective  upon  less 
than  thirty  days’  notice. 

It  is  ordered.  That: 

(a)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested 
in  me  by  order  of  the  Commission  served 
June  14, 1974;  and  of  the  authority  vested 
in  the  Comixiission  by  section  402(c)  of 
the  Rail  Passenger  Service  Act  of  1970 
(45  U.S.C.  562(c)),  the  Southern  Pacific 
Transportation  Company  (SP)  be.  and 
it  is  hereby  authorized  to  operate  trains 
oi  the  National  Railroad  Passenger  Cor¬ 
poration  (Amtrak)  between  a  connection 
with  The  Atchison,  Topeka  and  Santa  Fe 
Railway  Company  (ATSF)  at  Mojave. 
California,  and  Los  Angeles,  California. 

(b)  In  executing  the  provisions  of  this 
order,  the  common  carriers  involved  shall 
proceed  even  though  no  agreements  or 
arrangements  now  exist  between  them 
with  reference  to  the  compensation  terms 
and  conditions  applicable  to  said  trans¬ 
portation.  The  compensation  terms  and 
conditions  shall  be,  during  the  time  this 
order  remains  in  force,  those  which  are 
voluntarily  agreed  upon  by  and  between 
said  carriers;  or  upon  failure  of  the  car¬ 
riers  to  so  agree,  the  ccHnpensation  terms 
and  conditions  shall  be  as  hereafter  fixed 


by  the  Commission  upon  petition  of  any 
or  all  of  the  said  carriers,  in  accordance 
with  pertinent  authority  conferred  imon 
it  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  and  by 
the  Rail  Passenger  Service  Act  of  1970, 
as  amended. 

(c)  Application.  The  provisions  of  this 
order  sliall  apply  to  intrastate,  interstate 
and  foreign  traffic. 

(d)  Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  at  6:00  p.m.,  PST,  May  12, 
1975. 

(c)  Expiration  date.  The  provisions  of 
this  order  shall  expire  at  11:59  p.m., 
p.s.t..  May  13,  1975,  unless  otherwise 
modified,  changed,  or  suspended  by  order 
of  this  Commission. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  order 
shall  be  served  upon  Southern  Pacific 
Transportation  Company  and  upon  the 
National  Railroad  Passenger  Corporation 
(Amtrak) ,  and  that  it  be  filed  with  the 
Director,  Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  May  12, 
1975. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal]  Lewis  R.  Teeple, 

Agent. 

[PR  Doc.75-13862  Filed  5-27-75:8:45  am) 


IRREGULAR-ROUTE  MOTOR  COMMON 
CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

Elimination  of  Gateway  Letter  Notices 
May  22, 1975. 

The  following  letter-notices  of  pro¬ 
posals  to  eliminate  gateways  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  reducing  highway  congestion, 
alleviating  air  and  noise  pollution,  mini¬ 
mizing  safety  hazards,  and  conserving 
fuel  have  been  filed  with  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Cmnmlssimi  under  the  Com¬ 
missions  Gateway  Elimination  Rules 
(49  CFR  Part  1065) ,  and  notice  thereof 
to  all  interested  persons  is  hereby  given 
as  provided  in  such  rules. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
against  the  proposed  elimination  of  any 
gateway  herein  described  may  be  filed 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion  on  or  before  June  7,  1975.  A  copy 
must  also  be  served  upon  applicant  or 
its  representative.  Protests  against  the 
elimination  of  a  gateway  will  not  operate 
to  stay  commencement  of  the  proposed 
operation. 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  under  these  rules  will  be 
numbered  consecutively  for  convenience 
in  Identification.  Protests,  if  any,  must 
refer  to  such  letter-notices  by  number. 

No.  MC  106603  (Sub-No.  E4),  filed 
May  10,  1974.  Applicant:  DART  TRAN¬ 
SIT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  8008,  Grand 
Rapids,  Mich.  49508.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Martin  Leavitt  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Building 
contractors’  materials,  restricted  to 
building  materials,  as  described  by  the 
Commission,  from  points  in  Indiana  to 
those  points  in  the  Upper  Peninsula  of 
Michigan  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway 
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r41.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateway  of  Wilmington,  Del. 

No.  MC  106603  (Sub-No.  E5),  filed 
May  10,  1974.  Applicant:  DART  TRAN¬ 
SIT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  8008,  Grand 
Rapids,  Mich.  49508.  Applicant's  repre¬ 
sentative:  Martin  Lea^tt  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Bvilding 
contractors’  materials,  restricted  to 
building  materials  as  described  by  the 
Commission,  from  those  points  in  In¬ 
diana  on  and  west  of  Interstate  Highway 
65  to  Uiose  points  in  the  Upper  Penin¬ 
sula  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  41. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Wilmington,  m. 

No.  MC  106603  (Sub-No.  E6),  filed 
May  10,  1974.  Applicant:  DART  TRAN¬ 
SIT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  8008,  Grand 
Rapids,  Mich.  49508.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Martin  Leavitt  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Building  contractors’  materials,  re¬ 
stricted  to  roofing  materials,  from  those 
points  in  Illinois  south  and  west  of  a 
Une  beginning  at  the  lUinois-Missouri 
State  line,  and  extending  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  55/U.S.  Highway  66  to 
jimcUon  U.S.  Highway  36,  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  36  to  the  niinois-Mlssouri 
State  line  to  those  points  in  the  Upper 
Peninsula  of  Michigan  on  and  north  of 
U.S.  Highway  2.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Whiting,  Ind.,  and  Wilmington,  BL 

No.  MC  106603  (Sub-No.  E7),  filed 
May  10,  1974.  Aimlicant:  DART  TRAN¬ 
SIT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  8008,  Grand 
Rapids,  Mich.  49508.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Martin  Leavitt  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Budding 
contractors’  materials,  restricted  to  roof¬ 
ing  materials,  from  those  points  in  Illi¬ 
nois  bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  the 
minois-Mlssouri  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  UJ3.  Highway  36  to  Junction 
U.S.  Highway  66/Interstate  Highway  55, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  55  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  74,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  74  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  34,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  34  to  the  minols-Iowa  State  line,  to 
those  points  in  the  Upper  Peninsula  of 
Michigan  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway 
41.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateways  of  Whiting,  Ind.,  and 
Wilmington,  Ill. 

No.  MC  106603  (Sub-No.  E8),  filed 
May  10,  1974.  Applicant:  DART  ’TRAN¬ 
SIT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  8008,  Grand 
Rapids,  Mich.  49508.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Martin  Lea'^tt  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Building 
contractor’s  materials,  restricted  to 
building  and  roofing  materials,  from 
points  in  Indiana  (except  the  plant  site 
of  the  Bethlehem  Steel  Corporation,  lo¬ 


cated  at  Bums  Harbor,  Porter  County, 
Ind.),  to  points  in  the  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
commercitd  zone.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Van- 
dalla,  m. 

No.  MC  106603  (Sub-No.  E9),  filed 
May  10,  1974.  Applicant:  DART  TRAN¬ 
SIT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  8008,  Grand 
Rapids,  Mich.  49508.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Martin  Lea^tt  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregxilar  routes,  transporting:  Budding 
contractors’  materials,  restricted  to 
building  and  roofing  materials,  in  truck- 
loads,  from  those  points  in  Ohio  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ohlo- 
Kentucky  State  line  and  extending  along 
Ohio  Highway  73  to  jimctlon  Ohio  High¬ 
way  725,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway  725 
to  the  Ohio-Indiana  State  line  to  those 
points  in  the  Lower  Peninsula  bounded 
by  a  line  beginning  at  the  Michlgan-In- 
diana  State  line  and  extending  along  In¬ 
terstate  mghway  94  to  junction  UJS. 
Highway  27,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
27  to  jimctlon  U.S.  Highway  10,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  27  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  10,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
10  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  10, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  10  to 
junction  Michigan  Highway  32.  Tlie  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Lockland,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  106920  (Sub-No.  E35),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RIGGS  FOOD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  26,  New  Bre¬ 
men,  Ohio  45869.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  666  Eleventh 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20001.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Milk,  cream  and 
buttermilk,  (except  concentrated  whole 
milk  and  concentrated  skim  milk),  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  those  points 
in  Minnesota  on  and  north  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Minnesota-North  Dakota 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  2  to  jimctlon  U.8.  Highway  71, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  71  to  the 
United  States-Canada  International 
Boundary  line,  to  those  points  in  Indiana 
on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Indiana-Mlchlgan  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  Interstate  Highway  69  to 
junction  Indiana  Highway  9,  thence 
along  Indiana  Highway  9  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  31,  thence  along  UB. 
Highway  31  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
50,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  50  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  231,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  231  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  460,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  460 
to  the  Indlana-minois  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  Darke,  Mercer,  and  Auglaize 
Counties,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  106920  (Sub-No.  E95),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  RIGGS  POOD 
EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  26,  New 
Bremen,  Ohio  45869.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  666  Elev¬ 
enth  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20001.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Com¬ 


modities  classified  as  dairy  products  un¬ 
der  B  in  the  appendix  to  the  report  in 
Modification  of  Permits  of  Motor  Con¬ 
tract  Carriers  of  Packing-house  Prod- 
uCU,  46  M.C.C.  23  and/or  48  M.C.C.  628, 
from  those  points  in  Wisconsin  on  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Wiscon- 
sin-niinois  State  line  and  extending 
along  Wisconsin  Highway  83  to  junction 
Wisconsin  Highway  60,  thence  along 
Wisconsin  Highway  60  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  41.  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
41  to  junction  Wisconsin  Highway  74, 
thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway  74  to 
Lake  Michigan,  to  those  points  m  Mis¬ 
sissippi  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Misslssippi-Louislana  State  line 
and  extending  along  Mississippi  Highway 
35  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  98,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  98  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  49,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
49  to  junction  UB.  Highway  98,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  98  to  the  Mississippi- 
Alabama  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Darke,  Mercer,  and  Auglaize  Counties, 
Ohio. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  Elll),  filed 
May  12.  1974.  Applicant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS,  P.O.  Box  1123,  Jack- 
son,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Nitric  add, 
dry  fertdizer,  and  fertdizer  solutions,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  or  hopper-type  vehicles, 
from  the  plant  of  Mississippi  Chemical 
Corporation  near  Yazoo  Cfity,  Miss.,  to 
points  in  Ohio.  Tlie  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Bar- 
field,  Ark.,  and  points  within  10  miles 
thereof. 

No.  MC  10702  (Sub-No.  El  12),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  AppUcant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS,  P.O.  Box  1123,  Jack- 
son,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Anhydrous 
ammonia,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
the  site  of  the  plant  of  Mississippi 
Chemical  Corporation  near  Yazoo  City, 
Miss.,  to  points  in  Illinois.  ’The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Barfield,  Ark.,  and  points  within  10 
miles  thereof. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E113),  filed 
May  12.  1974.  Applicant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS,  P.O.  Box  1123,  Jack- 
son,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Chemicals, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  ’Taylors¬ 
ville,  Miss.,  to  points  in  Florida.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Mobile,  Ala. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E126) ,  filed 
May  12,  1974.  AppUcant:  MILLER 

TRANSPOR’TERS,  P.O.  Box  1123,  Jack- 
son,  Miss.  39205.  AppUcant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  H.  D.  MiUer,  Jr.  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com- 
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mon  carrier,  by  motor  v^cle,  over  Ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  liquid 
chemicals.  In  bulk.  In  tank  vehicles,  from 
Barfield,  Ark.,  and  points  within  10  miles 
thereof,  to  points  in  Georgia.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  CoUl^irllle,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E127).  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS,  P.O.  Box  1123,  Jack- 
son,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  rout^,  transporting:  Chemicals, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Barfield, 
Ark.,  and  points  within  10  miles  thereof, 
to  p^nts  in  Florida.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Mo¬ 
bile,  Ala. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E128),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS,  P.O.  Box  1123,  Jack- 
son,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
chemicals  (except  petroleiun  products, 
plasticizers,  and  titanium  dioxide),  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Hamilton, 
Miss,  to  points  in  Indiana.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Decatur,  Ala. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E129),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  MILLFIR 

TRANSPOR'TERS,  P.O.  Box  1123,  Jack- 
son,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  chemicals 
(except  petroleum  products,  plasticizers, 
and  titanium  dioxide),  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vdiicles,  from  Hamilton,  Miss.,  to  points 
In  Kansas,  restricted  against  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  liquid  hydr(«en,  liquid  oxy¬ 
gen,  and  liquid  nitrogen  when  moving  to 
missile  storage  or  launching  sites,  missile 
test  facilities  or  manufacturii^  plants 
producing  liquid  hydrogen,  liquid  oxy¬ 
gen,  or  liquid  nitrogen.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Barfield,  Ark.,  and  points  within  10  miles 
thereof. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E130),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS,  P.O.  Box  1123,  Jack- 
son,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  ^  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  chemicals 
(except  petroleum  products,  plasticizers, 
and  titanium  dioxide),  in  bulk,  in  tank 
Valdes,  from  Hamilton,  Miss.,  to  points 
in  Iowa,  restricted  against  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  liquid  hydrogen,  liquid  oxy¬ 
gen,  and  liquid  nitrogen  when  moving  to 
missile  storage  or  laimching  sites,  missile 
test  facilities  or  manufacturing  plants 
producing  liquid  hydrogen,  liquid  oxy¬ 
gen,  or  liquid  nitrogen.  The  piupose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Barfield,  Ark.,  and  points  within  10  miles 
thereof. 


No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E131),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  AppUcant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS,  P.O.  Box  1123,  Jack- 
smi.  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transp<»:ting :  Liquid  chemicals 
(except  petroleiun  products,  plasticizers, 
and  titanium  dioxide),  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Hamilton,  Miss.,  to  points 
in  Kentucky.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Collier¬ 
ville,  Tenn.,  and  Decatur,  Ala. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E132),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS,  P.O.  Box  1123,  Jack- 
son,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  chemicals 
(except  petroleum  products,  plasticizers, 
and  titanium  dioxide),  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Hamilton,  Miss.,  to  points 
in  Michigan.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Memphis, 
Tenn. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E133),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS,  P.O.  Box  1123,  Jack- 
son,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  chemicals 
(except  petroleum  products,  plasticizers, 
and  titanium  dioxide),  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Hamilton,  Miss.,  to  points 
in  North  Carolina.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Pox, 
Ala. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E134),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Apqilicant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS,  P.O,  Box  1123,  Jack- 
son,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  veMcle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  chemicals 
(except  hydrogen  peroxide,  petroleum 
products,  plasticizers,  and  titanium  diox¬ 
ide)  ,  in  biilk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Ham¬ 
ilton,  Miss.,  to  points  in  CMiio.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Memphis,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E135),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS,  P.O.  Box  1123,  Jack- 
son,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  chemicals 
(except  petroleum  products,  plasticizers, 
and  titanium  dioxide),  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Hamilton,  Miss.,  to  points 
in  Oklahoma.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Collier¬ 
ville,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E136),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  mttj.fr 

TRANSPORTERS,  P.O.  Box  1123,  Jack- 
son,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  H.  D.  kOller,  Jr.  (same  as  above). 


Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Chemicals,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  Barfield,  Ark.,  and 
points  within  10  miles  thereof,  to  points 
in  Texas  on,  west,  and  south  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Oklahoma-Texas  State 
line  and  extending  along  n.S.  Highway 
281  to  Junction  UB.  Highway  876,  to  the 
Gulf  of  Mexico,  restricted  against  (1) 
^ent  catalyst,  liquid  hydrogen,  liquid 
oxygen,  and  liquid  nitrogen,  when  moving 
to  missile  storage  or  launching  sites,  mis¬ 
sile  test  facilities  or  manufacturing 
plants  producing  liquid  hydrogen,  liquid 
oxygen,  or  liquid  nitrogen.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Arlington,  Tenn, 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E137),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS,  P.O.  Box  1123,  Jack- 
son,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
chemicals  (except  petroleum  products, 
plasticizers,  and  titanium  dioxide),  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Hamilton, 
Miss.,  to  South  Carolina.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Fox,  Ala. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E138),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS,  P.O.  Box  1123,  Jack- 
son,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
chemicals  (except  petroleum  products, 
plasticizers,  and  titanium  dioxide),  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Hamilton, 
Miss.,  to  points  in  Carter,  Cjlreene,  Ham¬ 
blen,  Hawkins,  Johnson,  Sullivsin,  Unicoi, 
and  Washington  Counties,  Tenn.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Decatur,  Ala. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E139),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS,  P.O.  Box  1123,.  Jack- 
son,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
chemicals  (except  arsenic  acid,  acetic 
acid,  wood  alcohol,  hydrogen  peroxide, 
petroleum  products,  plasticizers,  and 
titanium  dioxide),  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  Hamilton,  Miss.,  to  points 
in  Texas,  restricted  against  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  creosote  oil  to  points  in  that 
part  of  Texas  on  and  west  of  U.8.  High¬ 
way  75.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Memphis,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E140),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS,  P.O.  Box  1123,  Jack- 
son,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregidar  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
chemicals  (except  petroleum  products, 
plasticizers,  and  titanium  dioxide),  in 
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bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  freon  Hamilton, 
Miss.,  to  points  in  West  Virginia.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  the  plant  site  of  Monsanto 
Chemical  Company  in  Anniston,  Ala. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub- No.  E141),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS,  P.O.  Box  1123,  Jack- 
son,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid  chemi¬ 
cals  (except  petroleum  products,  plasti¬ 
cizers,  hydrogen  peroxide,  and  titanium 
dioxide) ,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Hamilton,  Miss.,  to  points  in  Illinois. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Memphis,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E142),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS,  P.O.  Box  1123,  Jack- 
son,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Dry  chemicals 
(except  fertilizer  and  fertilizer  ingredi¬ 
ents),  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  to  points  in  Wisconsin. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  those  points  in  Tennes¬ 
see  within  10  miles  of  Barfield,  Ala. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E143),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS,  P.O.  Box  1123,  Jack- 
son,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg- 
.ular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid  caustic 
soda,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Mc¬ 
Intosh,  Ala.,  to  points  in  Ohio.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  those  points  in  Mississippi 
within  the  Memphis,  Tenn.,  commercial 
zone. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E144),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  MILLEIR 

TRANSPORTERS,  P.O.  Box  1123,  Jack- 
son,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Vegetable  oil, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Mississippi  to  points  in  South  Carolina. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Fox,  Ala. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E145) ,  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  MILLER 

TRANSPOR’TERS,  P.O.  Box  1123,  Jack- 
SOTi,  Miss.  39205  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  a  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
Chemicals  (except  fertilizer  and  fertilizer 
Ingredients),  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Memphis,  Tenn.,  to  those  points  in 
Tennessee  east  and  south  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Georgia-Tennessee  State  line 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  27  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  70,  thence  along 
UJ3.  Highway  70  to  the  Tennessee-North 
Car(dina  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
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filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  those 
points  in  Tennessee  within  10  miles  of 
Barfield,  Ala. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E146),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS.  P.O.  Box  1123,  Jack- 
son,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Chemicals, 
liquid,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Collierville,  Term.,  to  points  in  Iowa.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Barfield,  Ark.,  and  points 
within  10  miles  thereof. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E147).  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  MILLER 

’TRANSPORTERS,  P.O.  Box  1123,  Jack- 
son,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Chemicals, 
liquid,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Collierville,  Tenn.,  to  points  in  Texas. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Barfield,  Ark.,  and  points 
within  10  miles  thereof. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E148),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS.  P.O.  Box  1123,  Jack- 
son,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Tall  oil  and 
tall  oil  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Mobile,  Ala.,  to  points  in  Maine. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Picayune,  Miss. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E149).  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS,  P.O.  Box  1123,  Jack- 
son,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Tall  oil  and 
tall  oil  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehi¬ 
cles,  from  Mobile,  Ala.,  to  points  in 
Maryland.  TTie  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Picayune,  Miss. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E150),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  MILLER 

’TRANSPORTERS,  P.O.  Box  1123,  Jack- 
son,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Tall  oil  and 
tall  oil  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehi¬ 
cles,  from  Mobile,  Ala.,  to  points  in 
Connecticut.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Picayxme, 
Miss. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E151),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS,  P.O.  Box  1123,  Jack- 
son,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  cerate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Ligvid 
chemicals  (except  hydrogen  peroxide) ,  in 
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hiiiic,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Collierville, 
Tenn.,  to  points  in  Ohio  north  of  UJS. 
Highway  40.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Memphis. 
Tenn. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E152),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS.  P.O.  Box  1123,  Jack- 
son,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  rout^,  transpOTting:  Chemicals. 
restricted  to  naval  stores  and  naval  stores 
products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Mobile,  Ala.,  to  points  in  Connecticut. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Picayime,  Miss. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E153),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS.  P.O.  Box  1123,  Jack- 
son,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irr^nlar 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  caustic  soda, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  McIntosh. 
Ala.,  to  those  points  in  Tennessee  on  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Alabama- 
Tennessee  State  line  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  43  to  junction  Tennessee 
Highway  99,  thence  along  Tennessee 
Highway  99  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
231,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  231  to 
the  Tennessee-Kentucky  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Louisville,  Miss. 

No.  MC  107107  (Sub-No.  E15),  filed 
April  6.  1975.  Applicant:  ALTERMAN 
TRANSPORT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Boot 
425,  Opa  Locka,  Fla.  33054.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Ford  W.  Sew^  (Same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Meats,  meat  products,  and  meat  by¬ 
products,  as  d^ned  by  the  Commission, 
from  Boston  and  Southboro,  Mass.,  to 
points  in  Louisiana,  those  in  Mississippi 
on  and  south  of  U.S.  Higdiway  80,  those 
in  Georgia  on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway 
280  (except  Savannah),  and  those  in 
Alabama  on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway 
80.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateway  of  Florida. 

No.  MC  107107  (Sub-No.  E17).  filed 
April  6,  1975.  Applicant:  ALTERMAN 
TRANSPORT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
425,  Opa  Locka.  Fla.  33054.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Ford  W.  Sewell  (Same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Candy,  from  Providence,  R.I.,  to  those 
points  in  Georgia  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Atlantic  Ocean  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  341  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  280,  thence  along  UJ3. 
Highway  280  to  the  Alabama-Georgia 
State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Florida. 

No.  MC  107107  (Sub-No.  E18),  filed 
April  6,  1975.  Applicant:  ALTERMAN 
TRANSPORT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
425,  Opa  Locka,  Fla.  33054.  Applicant’s 
represoitative:  Ford  W.  Sew^  (Same 
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as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting; 
Meat,  meat  products,  and  meat  by¬ 
products,  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
from  Hartford,  Coim.,  to  those  points  In 
Georgia  on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway 
280,  (except  Chatham  County),  and 
those  in  Alabama  on  and  south  of  UH. 
Highway  80  (Florida)*;  meat,  meat 
products,  and  meat  by-products,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  from  Hartford, 
Conn.,  to  points  in  Louisiana  and  those 
in  Mississippi  on  and  south  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  80,  (Jacksonville,  Fla.)  * ;  and  fresh 
meats,  from  Hartford,  Conn.,  to  points  in 
Texas  (Florida)*.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  Is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  as 
indicated  by  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  107107  (Sub-No.  E19),  filed 
April  6,  1975.  Applicant;  ALTERMAN 
TRANSPORT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  425, 
Opa  Locka,  Fla.  33054.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative;  Ford  W.  Sewell  (Same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  (1) 
Frozen  foods,  from  those  points  in  New 
York  west  of  U.S.  Highway  11,  to  those 
points  in  Georgia  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beghining  at  the  Alabama-Georgia  State 
line  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
82  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  84,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  84  to  the  Atlantic 
Ocean;  those  in  Alabama  on  and  south 
of  U.S.  Highway  80,  those  in  Louisiana 
on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  84,  and 
those  in  Texas  on  and  south  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Louisiana -Texas  State 
line  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
84  to  juiK;tlon  U.S.  Highway  80,  thence 
along  UB.  Highway  80  to  the  Texas-New 
Mexico  State  line;  (2)  meat,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  meat  by-products,  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  from  Rochester,  N.Y.,  to 
those  points  in  Alabama  on  and  south  of 
U.S.  Highway  80,  and  those  in  Georgia 
on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  280  (ex¬ 
cept  Chatham  County,  Ga.) ;  and  (3) 
fresh  meats,  from  Rochester,  N.Y.,  to 
those  points  in  Texas  on  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Louisiana-Texas 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  84  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
80,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  80  to 
the  United  States-Mexico  International 
Boimdary  line.  The  piirpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Florida. 

No.  MC  107107  (Sub-No.  E20),  filed 
April  6,  1975.  Applicant;  ALTERMAN 
TRANSPORT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  425, 
Opa  Locka,  Fla.  33054.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  Ford  W.  Sewell  (Same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  Meat, 
meat  products  and  meat  by-products,  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  fnxn  Balti¬ 
more,  Md.,  to  those  points  in  Georgia  on 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Georgia- Alabcuna  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  UB.  Highway  82  to  jimction 
U.S.  Highway  84,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  84  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  those  in 
Alabama  cm  and  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Alabama-Georgia  State  line  and 
extending  along  UB.  Highway  82  to 
junction  UB.  Highway  80,  thence  along 


U.S.  Highway  80  to  the  Alabama-Missis- 
sippi  State  line,  points  in  Hancock,  Har- 
ri^n,  and  Jac^on  Counties,  Miss.,  and 
those  in  Louisiana  on  and  south  of  U.S. 
Highway  190;  those  in  Louisiana  on  and 
south  of  U.S.  Highway  190,  and  those  in 
Texas  except  those  north  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Texas-Oklahoma  State  line 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  70  to 
jimction  U.S.  Highway  287,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  287  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  66,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  66  to 
the  Texas-New  Mexico  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Florida. 

No.  MC  107107  (Sub-No.  E32),  filed 
April  6,  1975.  Applicant;  ALTERMAN 
TRANSPORT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
425,  Opa  Locka,  Florida  33054.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative;  Ford  W.  Sewell 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Dairy  products,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  from  Alexandria,  Butter¬ 
field,  Grand  Meadow,  Litchfield,  Pease, 
Rochester,  St.  CJharles,  St.  Peter,  Wells 
and  Willmar,  Minn.,  to  those  points  in 
Alabama  on  and  south  of  U.S.  Hwy.  80 
and  those  in  Georgia  on  and  south  of 
U.S.  Hwy.  280. 

The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  Florida. 

No.  MC  107107  (Sub-No.  E33),  filed 
April  6,  1975.  Applicant;  ALTERMAN 
TRANSPORT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
425,  Opa  Locka,  Fla.  33054.  Applicant’s 
representative;  Ford  W.  Sewell  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  v^icle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transportirig:  Dairy 
products,  as  described  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  from  Green  Bay,  Monroe,  Mt. 
Horeb,  New  Richmond,  Plymouth,  and 
Rice  I^e,  Wise.,  to  those  |X)ints  in  Ala¬ 
bama  on  and  south  of  Alabama  Hwy.  10 
and  those  in  Georgia  on  and  south  of 
U.S.  Hwy.  280.  ’The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Florida. 

No.  MC  107107  (Sub-No.  E34),  filed 
AprU  16,  1975.  AppUcant:  ALTERMAN 
TRANSPORT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
425,  Opa  Locka,  Florida  33054.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative;  Ford  W.  Sewell 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Frozen  foods,  from  Cleveland,  Ohio, 
to  those  points  in  Texas  on  and  south  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Texas-Louisiana 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  79  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
81,  to  the  United  States-Mexico  Interna¬ 
tional  Boimdary  line.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Florida. 

No.  MC  108449  (Sub-No.  E82),  filed 
May  21,  1974.  Applicant;  INDIANHEAD 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  1947  West  County 
Road,  C,  St.  Paul,  Minnesota  55113.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative;  W.  A.  Wyllen- 
beck  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sou^t 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  v^cle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting;  Petroleum  and  petroleum 
products,  as  described  In  Appendix  XHE 
to  the  report  In  Descriptions  in  Motor 


Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  in 
bulk.  In  tank  vehicles,  from  the  Duluth 
Petroleum  Products  'Terminal  (located 
about  el^t  miles  from  Duluth,  Minn.) , 
and  points  within  two  miles  thereof,  to 
points  in  Iowa.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
Is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  St.  Paul. 
Minn. 

No.  MC  108449  (Sub-No.  E93),  filed 
May  21,  1974.  AppUcant;  INDIANHEAD 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  1947  W.  Coimty  Rd. 
C,  St.  Paul,  Minn.  55113.  AppUcant’s  rep¬ 
resentative;  W.  A.  MyUenbeck  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  Petro¬ 
leum  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Grand  Forks,  N.  Dak.,  and  points  in 
North  Dakota  within  10  miles  thereof,  to 
points  in  lUinois.  The  purpo^  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  the 
WiUlams  Brothers  Pipe  Line  Company 
terminal  located  at  or  near  St.  Cloud, 
Minn.;  the  facilities  of  American  Oil 
Company,  In  Dubuque,  Iowa;  and  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  108449  (Sub-No.  E80),  filed 
May  21,  1974.  Applicant;  INDIANHEAD 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  1947  W.  County  Rd. 
C,  St.  Paul,  AUnn.  55113.  AppUcant’s  rep¬ 
resentative;  w.  A.  MyUenb^k  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vdilcle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  Petro¬ 
leum  products,  in  bulk.  In  tank  vehicles, 
from  the  terminal  of  Duluth  Petroleiun 
Products,  about  eight  miles  from  Duluth, 
Minn.,  and  points  within  two  miles 
thereof,  to  points  in  Nebraska.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  fiUng  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
ways  of  Minneapolis,  Minn,  and  of  the 
Williams  Brothers  Pipe  Line  Company 
terminal  located  at  or  near  Spirit  Lake, 
Iowa. 

No.  MC  109064  (Sub-No.  E14),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  AppUcant;  TEX-O-KA-N 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  8367,  Fort  Worth,  Tex.  76112. 
AppUcant’s  representative;  Clayte  Bin- 
Ion,  1108  Continental  Life  Building,  Fort 
Worth,  Tex.  76102.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  plastic  pipe,  plastic  tubing,  plastic 
conduit,  valves,  fittings,  compounds,  joint 
sealer,  bonding  cement,  primer,  coating, 
thinner,  vinyl  building  products  and  ac¬ 
cessories  used  In  connection  with  the 
construction,  operation,  repair,  servicing, 
maintenance,  and  dismantling  of  pipe¬ 
lines  for  the  transportation  of  water  and 
sewage.  Including  the  stringing  and  pick¬ 
ing  up  of  pipe,  from  points  in  CaUfomla 
to  F>oints  in  Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Mississippi,  Tennessee,  Connecticut,  Del¬ 
aware,  Ulinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kentucky, 
Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Missouri,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  New  York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia, 
Wisconsin,  and  points  in  Minnesota  on 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  lowa- 
Mlnnesota  State  line  and  extending  over 
U.S.  Highway  59  to  Worthington,  thence 
over  Minnesota  Highway  60  to  jimction 
U.S.  Highway  169,  thence  along  U.S. 
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Highway  169  to  junction  Minnesota 
Highway  38,  thence  over  Minnesota 
Highway  38  to  junction  with  Minnesota 
Highway  6,  thence  over  Minnesota 
Highway  6  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  71, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  71  to  Inter¬ 
national  Palls;  restricted  to  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  traffic  originating  at,  or 
destined  to,  pipeline  rights-of-way.  The 
purpose  of  this  petition  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  McPherson,  Kansas  or 
Waco,  Texas. 

No.  MC  109397  (Sub-No.  E2).  (CX>r- 
rection) ,  filed  May  15, 1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  December  24,  1974. 
Applicant:  TRI-STATE  MOTOR  TRAN¬ 
SIT  CO.,  P.O.  Box  113,  Joplin.  Mo.  64801. 
Applicant’s  representative:  E.  S.  Gordon 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
oiierate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Source,  special  nuclear  and  by¬ 
product  materials,  and  radioactive  ma¬ 
terials,  between  point  in  Illinois,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Washington.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  the  General  Electric  Co.,  located 
near  Morris,  Grundy  County,  Ill.  The 
purpose  of  this  correction  is  to  omit  the 
restriction. 

No.  MC  109397  (Sub-No.  E3).  (Cor¬ 
rection),  filed  May  15,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  December  24, 
1974.  Applicant:  TRI-STATE  MOTOR 
TRANSIT  CO.,  P.O.  Box  113,  Joplin,  Mo. 
64801.  Applicant’s  representative:  E.  S. 
Gordon  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Source,  special  nuclear 
*  and  byproduct  materials,  and  radioac¬ 
tive  materials,  between  points  in  the 
Lower  Peninsula  of  Michigan,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that 
part  of  Illinois  on  and  west  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  66.  ’The  piu-pose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  facilities  of 
the  General  Electric  Co.,  located  near 
Morris,  Grundy  County,  Ill.  The  purpose 
of  this  correction  is  to  omit  the  restric¬ 
tion. 

No.  MC  109397  (Sub-No.  E4)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  May  15, 1974,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  December  24, 1974.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  TRI-STA'TE  MOTOR  TRANSIT 
CO.,  P.O.  Box  113,  Joplin,  Mo.  64801.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  E.  S.  Gordon 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irre^lar  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Source,  special  nuclear  and  byprod- 
ducts  mat^als,  and  radioactive  ma¬ 
terials,  between  points  in  Washington,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Kentucky,  Tennessee,  Alabama, 
Georgia,  South  Carolina,  and  Florida. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  (1)  the  facilities  of  the 
General  Electric  Co.,  located  near 
Morris,  Grundy  County,  HI.,  and  (2) 
points  in  Du  Page  County,  Ill.  ’The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  correction  is  to  omit  the 
restriction. 

No.  MC  109397  (Sub-No.  E5)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  May  15, 1974,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  December  24, 1974.  Ap¬ 


plicant:  TRI-STA’TE  MOTOR  TRANSIT 
CO.,  P.O.  Box  113,  Joplin,  Mo.  64801.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  E.  S.  Gordon 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Source,  special  nuclear  and  by-prod¬ 
ucts  materials,  and  radioactive  materials, 
between  points  in  Washington,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
Lower  Peninsula  of  Michigan  and  that 
part  of  Wisconsin  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Michigan-Wisconsin 
State  line,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  41 
to  junction  Wisconsin  Highway  67, 
th«ice  along  Wisconsin  Highway  67  to 
the  Wisconsin-Illinois  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  (1)  the  facilities  of  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Electric  Co.,  located  near  Morris, 
Grundy  County,  Ill.,  and  (2)  points  in 
DuPage  County,  Ill.  The  purpose  of  this 
correction  is  to  omit  the  restricticai. 

No.  MC  109397  (Sub-No.  E6) ,  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  May  15, 1974,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  December  24, 1974.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  TRI-STA’TE  MO'TOR  TRAN¬ 
SIT  CO.,  P.O.  Box  113,  Joplin,  Mo.  64801. 
Applicant’s  representative:  E.  S.  Gordon 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  rout^,  transport¬ 
ing:  Source,  special  nuclear  and  by-prod¬ 
uct  materials  and  radioactive  materials, 
between  points  in  Anderson  and  Roane 
Counties,  Tenn.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Iowa,  Minnesota, 
and  Wisconsin.  ’The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  (1) 
the  facilities  of  the  General  Electric  Co., 
located  near  Morris,  Grxmdy  County,  Ill., 
and  (2)  points  in  DuPage  County,  HI. 
’The  purpose  of  this  correction  is  to  omit 
the  restriction. 

No.  MC  109397  (Sub-No.  E7),  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  May  15,  1974,  published  in 
the  F’ederal  Register  December  24, 1974. 
Applicant:  ’TRI-STA’TE  MO’TOR  'TRAN¬ 
SIT  (X).,  P.O.  Box  113,  Joplin,  Mo.  64801. 
Applicant’s  representative:  E.  S.  Gordon 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Source,  special  nuclear  and  by-prod¬ 
ucts  materials,  and  radioactive  materials, 
between  points  in  Anderson  and  Roane 
Counties,  Tenn.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of  Illi¬ 
nois  on  and  north  of  Illinois  Highway  17. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  points  in  DuPage  County, 
Ill.  The  purpose  of  this  correction  is  to 
omit  the  restriction. 

No.  MC  109397  (Sub-No.  E8),  (correc¬ 
tion),  filed  May  15,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  December  24. 
1974.  Applicant:  ’TRI-STATE  MOTOR 
’TRANSIT  CO.,  P.O.  Box  113,  Joplin,  Mo. 
64801.  Applicant’s  representative:  E.  S. 
Gordon  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Source,  special  nuclear 
and  by-products  materials  and  radioac¬ 
tive  materials,  between  the  Cimarron 
facilities  of  Kerr-McGee  Corporation  at 
or  near  Crescent,  Okla.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  on  the  other,  points  in  Michigan. 


that  part  of  Wisconsin  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  51,  and  those  parts  of  Indiana 
and  Ohio  on  and  north  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  30.  ’The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  (1)  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  the  General  Electric  Co.,  located 
near  Morris,  Grundy  County,  Ill.,  and 
(2)  the  Argonne  National  Laboratory  of 
the  United  States  Atomic  Energy  Com¬ 
mission,  near  Lemont,  Ill.  ’The  purpose 
of  this  correction  is  to  omit  the  restric¬ 
tion. 

No.  MC  108397  (Sub-No.  E9),  (correc¬ 
tion),  filed  May  15,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  December  24, 
1974.  Applicant:  TRI-STATE  MOTOR 
'TRANSIT  CO.,  P.O.  Box  113,  Joplin.  Mo. 
64801.  Applicant’s  representative:  K  S. 
Gordon  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Source,  special  nuclear 
and  by-product  materials,  and  radioac¬ 
tive  materials,  between  points  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  Idaho,  Oregon,  Nevada,  and  that 
part  of  California,  on,  west,  and  north 
of  Interstate  Highway  15,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Illi¬ 
nois.  The  puipose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateway  of  the  facilities  of  the 
General  Electric  Co.,  located  near  Mor¬ 
ris,  Grundy  County,  Ill.  The  purpose  of 
this  correction  is  to  omit  the  restriction. 

No.  MC  109397  (Sub-No.  ElO),  (Cor¬ 
rection),  filed  May  15.  1974,  piffilished 
in  the  Federal  Register  December  24, 
1974.  Applicant:  TRI-STATE  MOTOR 
TRANSIT  CO,  P.O.  Box  113,  Joplin,  Mo. 
64801.  Applicant’s  representative:  E.  S. 
Gordon  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Special,  nuclear,  radioac¬ 
tive  and  by-products  materials,  between 
the  Nuclear  Generating  Stations  located 
at  or  near  Monticello,  Minn.,  and  ’Two 
Rivers,  Wis.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  that  part  of  South 
Carolina  on  and  east  of  South  Carolina 
Highway  121.  ’The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  (1)  the 
facilities  of  the  General  Electric  Co.,  lo¬ 
cated  near  Morris,  Gnmdy  County,  ni., 
and  (2)  Sheffield,  ni.  'The  purpose  of 
this  correction  is  to  omit  the  restriction. 

No.  MC  109397  (Sub-No.  Ell),  (Cor¬ 
rection),  filed  May  15,  1974,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  December  24, 
1974.  Applicant:  TRI-STATE  MOTOR 
TRANSIT  CO.,  P.O.  Box  113,  Joplin,  Mo. 
64801.  Applicant’s  representative:  E.  S. 
Gordon  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Source,  special  nuclear, 
and  by-product  materials,  and  radioac¬ 
tive  materials,  between  points  in  that 
part  of  South  Carolina  on  and  east  of 
South  Carolina  Highway  121,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that 
part  of  Illinois  on  and  north  of  U.S. 
Highway  36.  ’The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  facilities 
of  the  General  Electric  Co.,  located  near 
Morris,  Gnmdy  County,  HI.  Ihe  purpose 
of  this  correction  is  to  omit  the  restric¬ 
tion. 
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No.  MC  111401  (Sub-No.  E23),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  GROENDYKE 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  632,  Enid, 
Okla.  73701.  Applicant’s  representative; 
Victor  R.  Comstock  (same  as  above) .  Au- 
Ihority  sought  to  wwa.te  £U5  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregvilar 
i-outes,  transporting;  Petroleum  and 
vetrolieum  products  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xiii  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points 
in  Texas  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  CMdah(xna-Texas  State  line  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  259  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  59  to  junction 
Texas  Highway  288  to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Houston,  Tex. 

No.  MC  111401  (Sub-No.  E28),  filed 
May  12.  1974.  AM>Ucant:  GROENDYKE 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  632,  Enid, 
Okla.  73701.  Awjlicant’s  representative: 
Victor  R.  Ccmistock  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  oiJerate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Anhydrous  am¬ 
monia  and  acrylonitrile,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  frmn  Avondale,  La.,  to  points  in 
Arizona,  California,  (Colorado,  Idaho, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Minnesota,  Montana,  Ne¬ 
braska,  Nev^a,  New  Mexico,  North 
Dakota,  Oregon,  South  Dakota,  Utah, 
Washington,  Wyoming,  and  those  points 
in  Missouri  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway 
65  and  on  and  north  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  44.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Longview,  Tex. 

No.  MC  111401  (Sub-No.  E29),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  GROENDYKE 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  632,  Enid, 
Okla.  73701.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Victor  R.  Comstock  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  o[>erate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  chemicals, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  and  those  syn¬ 
thetic  plastics  which  are  chemicals  (not 
in  liquid  form),  in  specialized  motor 
vehicles  equipment,  from  points  in  Ar¬ 
kansas  on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  64 
to  points  in  California,  Oregon,  and 
Washlngtcm.  Hie  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  pJiminate  the  gateway  of  Longview, 
Tex. 

No.  MC  111401  (Sub-No.  E34),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant;  GROENDYKE 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  632,  Enid, 
C^la.  73701.  Apidicant’s  representative: 
Victor  R.  Comstock  (seme  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Petrochemicals,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Oklahoma  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway 
81  and  (m  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  177 
to  pxiints  in  Nebraska,  Iowa,  and  those 
points  in  Missouri  on  and  north  of  U.S. 
Highway  50.  Ihe  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  diminate  the  gateway  of  Wichita, 
Kans. 

No.  MC  111401  (Sub-No.  E35).  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  GROENDYKE 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  632,  Enid, 
Okla.  73701.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Victor  R.  Comstock  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 


thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Chemicals,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  or  hopper-tsrpe  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Arkansas  on  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Arkansas-Texas 
State  line  and  extending  along  Interstate 
Highway  30  to  jimction  Arkansas  High¬ 
way  4,  thence  along  Arkansas  Highway  4 
to  junction  Arkansas  Highway  81,  thence 
along  Arkansas  Highway  81  to  the  Ar- 
kansas-Louisiana  State  line.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Longview,  Tex. 

No.  MC  111401  (Sub-No.  E44),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  GROENDYKE 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  632,  Enid, 
Okla.  73701.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Victor  R.  Comst^k  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  petroleum 
wax,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  fr(Mn  points 
in  Texas  on,  east,  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  Loredo,  Tex.,  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  59  to  Junction  U.S. 
Highway  90  to  the  Texas-Louisiana  State 
line  to  points  in  Missouri.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Beaumont,  Tex. 

No.  MC  111401  (Sub-No.  E46),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  GROENDYKE 
’TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  632,  Enid, 
Okla.  73701.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Victor  R.  Comstock  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Number  5  and  6  fuel 
oils,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points 
in  Oklahoma  on  and  south  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  66  and  west  d  U.S.  Highway  75  to 
PK)ints  in  Missouri  north  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  66.  The  piirpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Tulsa,  Okla. 

No.  MC  111401  (Sub-No.  E73),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  GROENDYKE 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  632,  Enid, 
Okla.  73701.  Applicant’s  representative; 
Victor  R.  Comstock  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Number  5  and  6  fuel 
oils,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points 
in  Texas  on,  south,  and  east  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Texas-Oklahoma  State 
line  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
62  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  83  to  the 
United  States-Mexlco  International 
Boundary  line,  and  on  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Texas-Oklahoma 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  75  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway 
77  to  the  United  States-Mexico  Interna¬ 
tional  Boundary  line.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Tulsa,  Okla. 

No.  MC  111401  (Sub-No.  E76),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  AppUcant:  GROENDYKE 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  632,  Enid, 
Okla.  73701.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Victor  R.  Comstock  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Petrochemicals,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  trom  points  In 
Arkansas  on  and  south  of  a  line  begin¬ 


ning  at  the  Texas-Arkansas  State  line 
and  extending  along  Interstate  Highway 
30  to  its  Jimction  with  U.S.  Highway  67 
to  the  Missouri-Arkansas  State  line,  and 
on,  north,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Louisiana-Arkansas  State  line  and 
extending  along  State  Highway  81  to  its 
Junction  with  U.S.  Highway  79  to  the 
Arkansas-Tennessee  State  line  to  points 
in  Texas  on  and  east  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  35,  and  on  and  south  of  Interstate 
Highway  20,  and  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Junction  of  Interstate 
Highway  20  and  U.S.  Highway  259  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  259  to  its 
Junction  with  U.S.  Highway  69  and 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  69  to  Port 
Arthur.  Hie  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Longview,  Tex. 

No.  MC  111401  (Sub-No.  E79),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  AppUcant:  GROENDYKE 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  632,  Enid, 
Ok.  73701.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Victor  R.  Comstock  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Chemicals,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  Kansas 
on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  50  and 
on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  283  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina, 
Vir^nla,  and  Louisiana.  Service  to 
Louisiana  is  restricted  to  shipments  of 
liquid  chemicals,  in  bulk.  In  tank  ve¬ 
hicles.  The  purpose  of  this  fiUng  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Longview,  Tex. 

No.  MC  112989  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  WEST  COAST 
TRUCK  ONES,  INC.,  Rt.  4,  P.O.  Box 
194-R,  Eugene,  Oreg,  97405.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Michael  D.  Crew,  620* 
Blue  Cross  Bldg.,  Portland,  Oreg.  97201. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  (a) 
Lumber,  between  points  in  Humboldt 
and  Del  Norte  Counties,  Calif.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  In 
Lane,  Lincoln,  ’Tillamook,  and  Clatsop 
Counties,  Oreg.,  (b)  Lumber,  between 
points  in  Siskiyou  County,  Calif.,  on  or 
west  of  Interstate  Highway  5,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Lane,  Lincoln,  Tillamook,  and  Clatsop 
Counties,  Oreg.,  (c)  Lumber,  from  points 
in  Kem,  Fresno,  Sacramento,  Santa 
Cruz,  Los  Angeles,  Monterey,  Humboldt, 
San  Luis  Obispo,  San  Mat^,  Alameda, 
Contra  Costa,  and  Marin  Counties, 
Calif.,  to  points  in  Tillamook  and  Clat¬ 
sop  Counties,  Oreg.  (points  in  Coos 
County,  Oreg.)  • ;  (2)  Lumber  mill  prod¬ 
ucts,  from  points  in  California  to  Astoria, 
Newport,  Coos  Bay,  and  Portland,  Oreg., 
and  points  in  Cjlark  and  Cowlitz  Coun¬ 
ties,  Wash,  (points  in  Josephine  County, 
Oreg.)  • :  (3)  Lumber,  from  points  in  Cal¬ 
ifornia  to  Garibaldi  and  Portland,  Oreg., 
and  Vancouver,  Wash,  (points  in  Doug¬ 
las  and  Coos  Counties,  Oreg.)*;  (4) 
Lumber  and  forest  products,  between 
points  in  CTallfomia  on  or  south  of  Men¬ 
docino,  Glenn,  Butte,  Yuba,  and  Sierra 
Counties,  Calif.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Klamath  County, 
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Oreg.  (points  in  Jackson  County. 
Oreg.)  •;  (5)  Lumber,  from  points  in  Del 
Norte,  Humboldt,  and  Siskiyou  Coimties, 
Calif.,  to  Astoria,  Newport,  Coos  Bay, 
and  Portland,  Oreg.,  and  points  in  Clark 
and  Cowlitz  Counties,  Wash,  (points  in 
Curry  County,  Oreg.)  • ;  (6)  Woodchips. 
from  points  in  Del  Norte  and  Humboldt 
Counties.  Calif.,  to  Astoria,  Newport, 
and  Portland.  Oreg.  (points  in  Josephine 
County,  Oreg.)*;  (7)  Woodchips.  from 
points  in  Del  Norte  and  Humboldt  Coun¬ 
ties.  Calif.,  to  points  in  Clark  County. 
Wash,  (except  Camas,  Wash.)  (points 
in  Josephine  County,  Oreg.)*;  (8)  Ma¬ 
chinery.  between  points  in  Del  Norte  and 
Hiunboldt  Counties,  Calif.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Wash¬ 
ington  (points  in  Coos  or  Curry  Coun¬ 
ties.  Oreg.)  * ;  (9)  Heavy  machinery  and 
contractors’  equipment,  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  which  requires  the  use  of  special 
equipment,  between  points  in  California, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Washington  (points  in  Douglas 
County,  Oreg.)  *;  (10)  Heavy  machinery 
and  contractors’  equipment,  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  which  requires  the  use  of 
special  equipment,  between  points  in 
Jackson  and  Josephine  Coimties,  Oreg., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Washington  (Douglas  County, 
Oreg.)*;  (11)  Heavy  machinery  and 
contractors’  equipment,  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  which  requires  the  use  of  special 
equipment,  between  points  in  Lane 
County,  Oreg.,  on  and  west  of  a  line 
extending  south  along  Oregon  Highway 
126  to  Rainbow,  thence  along  unnum¬ 
bered  highway  to  Oakridge,  and  thence 
along  Oregon  Highway  58,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Wash¬ 
ington  (points  in  Douglas  County, 
Oreg.)*;  and  (12)  Lumber,  between 
points  in  Chicago  and  Tillamook  Coun¬ 
ties,  Oreg.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  California  (points  in 
Douglas  County,  Oreg.)  *.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
indicated  by  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  E179),  filed 
May  15,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EIXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Shells 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  fruits,  from  those  points  in 
Virginia  east  of  the  Chesapeake  Bay  and 
south  of  the  Chesapeake  and  Delaware 
Canal,  to  points  in  Colorado,  Kansas, 
Minnesota,  those  in  Oklahoma  on,  north, 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Okla- 
homa-Kansas  State  line  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  77  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  177,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  177  to  Jimctlon  Oklahoma  Highway 
51,  thence  along  Oklahoma  Highway  51 
to  junction  n.S.  Highway  183,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  183  to  the  Oklahoma- 
Texas  State  line,  and  those  in  Texas  on. 
west,  and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Texas-Oklahoma  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  Texas  Highway  283  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  70,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  70  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 


way  62,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  61 
to  junction  Texas  Highway  116,  thence 
along  Texas  Highway  116  to  the  United 
States-Mexico  International  Boundary 
line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateway  of  Elmira,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  E182).  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Shells  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  potatoes  and  potato  prod¬ 
ucts,  (1)  from  Presque  Isle  and  Easton, 
Maine,  to  those  points  in  New  York 
within  75  miles  of  and  including  Roch¬ 
ester,  and  (2)  from  Portland,  Maine, 
to  those  points  in  New  York  within  a  75 
mile  radius  of  Rochester,  N.Y.,  and  in¬ 
cluding  Rochester  (except  those  east  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  New  York-Penn- 
sylvania  State  line  and  extending  along 
New  York  Highway  17  to  junction  New 
York  Highway  13  to  Ithaca,  thence  along 
New  York  Highway  13  to  Ithaca,  to 
junction  New  York  Highway  96,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  96  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  20,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  20  to  junction  New  York  High¬ 
way  14,  thence  along  New  York  Highway 
14  to  Lake  Ontario) .  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Athens,  Pa. 

No.  MC  113855  (Sub-No.  E167),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2450  Mar¬ 
ion  Rd.  SE.,  Rochester,  Minn.  55901.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Michael  E.  Mil¬ 
ler,  502  First  Natl  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo, 
N.  Dak.  58102.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transporting: 
(1)  Road  construction  equipment  and 
machinery  and  lift  trucks,  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  which,  because  of  their  sl^  or 
weight  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment,  (2)  Self-propelled  articles,  de¬ 
scribe  in  (1)  above  which  do  not  re¬ 
quire  special  equipment  for  their  trans¬ 
portation,  each  weighing  15,0X)0  pounds 
or  more  (restricted  to  commodities  trans¬ 
ported  on  trailers),  (a)  from  points  in 
Wyoming  to  points  in  Maine,  Vermont, 
New  Hampshire,  South  Carolina,  Florida, 
(except  points  in  and  west  of  Hamilton, 
Suwannee,  Lafayette,  and  Dixie  Coun¬ 
ties)  ,  New  York,  Delaware.  Virginia,  and 
North  Carolina;  (b)  from  points  in 
Crook,  Weston,  Campbell,  Johnson. 
Sheridan,  Big  Horn,  Washakie,  Hot 
Springs,  Park,  Yellow  Stone  National 
Park,  and  Teton  Counties,  Wyo.,  to  points 
in  Tennessee,  Georgia,  Alabama,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  and  Kentucky:  (c)  from  points  in 
Niobrara,  Converse,  Natrona,  Fremont, 
Sublette,  Lincoln,  Uinta,  and  Sweet¬ 
water  Counties,  Wyo.,  to  points  in  Ten¬ 
nessee  on  and  east  of  Interstate  Highway 
65,  Georgia,  Alabama,  on  and  east  of 
U.S.  Highway  231,  Kentucky  on  and  east 
of  U.S.  Highway  41;  (d)  from  points  in 
Laramie,  Goshen,  Platte,  Albany,  and 
Carbon  Counties,  Wyo.,  to  points  in  Ten¬ 
nessee  on  and  east  of  Tennessee  Highway 
70;  Road  construction  machinery  and 
equipment,  as  described  in  Appendix  VUI 


to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  and 
lift  trucks  in  fiat  bed  trailers  only,  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  socalled 
“twilight  zone’’  commodities  as  described 
by  the  Commission  in  National  Automo¬ 
bile  Transporters  Association  v.  Rowe 
Transfer  64  M.C.C.  229;  (e)  between 
points  in  Wyoming,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Maine,  Vermont, 
New  Hampshire,  South  Carolina,  Florida 
(except  points  in  Hamilton,  Suwannee, 
Lafayette,  and  Dixie  Counties) ,  New 
York,  Delaware,  Virginia,  and  North 
Carolina;  (f)  between  points  in  Crook, 
Weston,  Campbell,  Johnson,  Sheridan, 
Big  Horn,  Washakie,  Hot  Springs,  Park, 
Yellow  Stone  National  Park,  and  Teton 
Counties,  Wyo.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Tennessee,  Geor¬ 
gia,  Alabama,  Mississippi,  and  Kentucky; 
(g)  between  points  in  Niobrara,  Con¬ 
verse,  Natrona,  Fremont,  Sublette,  Lin¬ 
coln,  Uinta,  and  Sweetwater  Counties, 
Wyo.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Tennessee  on  and  east  of  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  65,  Georgia,  Alabama,  on 
and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  231,  Kentucky 
on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  41;  (h)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Laramie,  Goshen,  Platte, 
Albany,  and  Carbon  Counties,  Wyo.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Tennessee  on  and  east  of  Tennessee 
Highway  70,  street  sweeping  machines 
the  transportation  of  which,  because  of 
their  size  or  weight,  require  the  use  of 
special  equipment,  and  related  street 
sweeper  parts  and  attachments  when 
their  transportation  is  incidental  to  the 
transportation  by  said  carrier  of  com¬ 
modities  which  by  reason  of  size  or 
weight,  require  special  equipment,  and 
self-propelled  articles  described  in  (1) 
above,  not  requiring  special  equipment 
for  their  transportation,  each  weighing 
15,000  pounds  or  more  and  related  ma¬ 
chinery,  and  parts  moving  in  connection 
therewith  (restricted  to  commodities 
transported  on  trailers) ;  (i)  between 
points  in  Wyoming  to  points  in  Maine, 
Vermont,  New  Hampshire.  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Florida  (except  points  in  and  west 
of  Hamilton,  Suwannee,  Lafayette,  and 
Dixie  Counties),  New  York,  Delaware, 
Virginia,  North  Carolina,  and  Maryland; 
(j)  from  points  in  C^rook,  Weston,  Camp¬ 
bell,  Johnson,  Sheridan,  Big  Horn,  Wa¬ 
shakie,  Hot  Springs,  Park,  Yellow  Stone 
National  Park,  and  Teton  Counties,  Wyo., 
to  points  in  Tennessee.  Georgia,  Ala¬ 
bama.  Mississippi,  and  Kentucky;  (k) 
from  points  in  Niobrara,  Converse,  Na¬ 
trona,  Fremont,  Sublette,  Lincoln,  Uinta, 
and  Sweetwater  Counties,  Wyo.,  to  points 
in  Tennessee  on  and  east  of  Interstate 
Highway  65,  Georgia,  Alabama  on  and 
east  of  U.S.  Highway  231,  Kentucky  on 
and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  41;  and  (1) 
from  points  in  Laramie,  Goshen.  Platte, 
Albany,  and  Carbon  Counties,  Wyo.,  to 
points  in  Tennessee  on  and  east  of  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  70.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
South  Dakota  east  of  Missouri  River, 
MinneapoUs-St.  Paul.  Minn.,  and  points 
within  15  miles  thereof,  as  to  paragraphs 
(a)  through  (h) ;  and.  South  Dakota  east 
of  Missouri  River,  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  as 
to  paragraphs  (1)  through  (1) . 
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No.  MC  113855  (Sub-No.  E172),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant;  INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL  TRANSPORT.  INC.  2450  Mar¬ 
ion  Rd.  SE.,  Rochester,  Minn.  55901.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative :  Michael  E.  Mil¬ 
ler,  502  First  NatT  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo, 
N.  Dak.  58102.  Author!^  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
(1)  Road  construction  machinery  and 
equipment,  as  described  in  appendix 
Vin  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Mo¬ 
tor  Carrier  Certificates.  61  M.C.C.  209, 
and  lift  trucks  in  flat-bed  trailers  only: 
Restriction:  the  above  authority  is  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  so-called 
“twilight  zone”  commodities  as  de¬ 
scribed  by  the  Commission  in  Rational 
Automobile  Transporters  Association  v. 
Rome  Transfer  64  M.C.C,  229.  (A)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Colorado  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Maine, 
Vermont,  New  Hampshire,  New  York, 
Delaware;  (B)  between  points  in  Colo¬ 
rado  on  and  west  of  Interstate  Highway 
25.  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Vire^a  on,  north,  and  east  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  West  Virginia- 
Virglnla  State  line  along  U.S.  Highway 
250,  thence  easterly  along  U.S.  Highway 
250  to  the  jimction  of  U.S.  Highway  301, 
thence  southerly  along  n.S.  Highway  301 
to  the  Virginia-North  Carolina  state  line ; 
(C)  between  points  in  Colorado  on  and 
north  of  U.S.  Highway  6,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Vir¬ 
ginia  on  and  east  of  n.S.  Highway  15. 

(D)  Between  points  in  Moffat,  Rio 
Blanco,  Garfield,  Mesa.  Pitkin,  E^gle, 
Routt  Counties,  Colorado,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  North 
Carolina;  (E)  between  points  in  Colorado 
on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  6  (except 
points  in  the  counties  named  in  para¬ 
graph  (N)  below,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  North  Carolina 
in  and  east  of  Person,  Dinhara,  Wake, 
Johnston,  Sampson,  Pender,  and  Bruns¬ 
wick  Counties,  (2)  Road  construction 
equipment  and  machinery  and  lift  trucks, 
the  transportation  of  which,  because  of 
their  size  and  weight  require  the  use  of 
special  equipment,  (3)  self-propelled  ar¬ 
ticles,  described  in  (2)  above  which  do 
not  require  special  equipment  for  their 
transportation,  each  weighing  15,000 
pounds  (restricted  to  commodities  trans¬ 
ported  on  trailers) ;  (F)  between  points 
in  Colorado,  on  the  one  hand,  and  on 
the  other,  points  in  Maine,  Vermont,  New 
Hampshire,  New  York,  Delaware;  (G) 
between  points  in  Colorado  on  and  west 
of  Interstate  Highway  25,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Vir¬ 
ginia  on,  north,  and  east  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  West  Virglnia-Virginia 
state  Une  along  n.S.  Highway  250,  thence 
easterly  along  U.S.  Highway  250  to  the 
Jimction  of  U.S.  301,  thence  along  n.S. 
Highway  301  to  the  Virginia-North 
Carolina  State  line;  (H)  between  points 
in  Colorado  on  and  north  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  6,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Virginia  on  and  east  of 
U.S.  Highway  15;  (I)  between  points  in 
Moffat,  Rio  Blanco,  Garfield.  Mesa,  Pit¬ 
kin,  Eagde.  Routt  Counties,  Colorado  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 


in  North  Carolina;  (J)  between  points 
in  Colorado  on  and  north  of  U.S,  High¬ 
way  6  (except  points  in  the  coimtles 
named  in  paragraph  (N)  below) ,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
North  Carolina  in  and  east  of  Person, 
Durhara,  Wake,  Johnston,  Sampson, 
Pender,  and  Brunswick  Counties;  (K) 
from  points  in  Colorado  to  points  in 
Maine,  Vermont,  New  Hampshire,  New 
York,  Delaware,  Maryland,  (except  Gar¬ 
rett  and  Allegany  Counties)  and  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia. 

(L)  From  points  in  Colorado  on  and 
west  of  Interstate  Highway  25,  to  points 
in  Virginia  on,  north,  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  West  Virginia-Virglnla 
State  line  along  U.S.  Highway  250,  thence 
easterly  along  U.S.  Highway  250  to  the 
junction  of  U.S.  Highway  301  thence 
southerly  along  U.S.  Highway  301  to  the 
Virginia-North  Carolina  State  line;  (M) 
from  points  in  CTolorado  on  and  north 
of  U.S.  Highway  6  to  points  in  Virginia 
on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  15;  (N) 
from  points  in  Moffat,  Rio  Blanco,  Gar¬ 
field,  Mesa,  Pitkin,  Eagle.  Routt  Counties, 
Colorado  to  points  in  North  Carolina; 
(O)  from  points  in  Colorado  on  and 
north  of  U.S.  Highway  6  (except  points 
in  the  counties  named  in  (N)  above)  to 
points  in  North  Carolina  in  and  east 
of  Person,  Durhara,  Wake,  Johnston. 
Sampson,  Pender,  and  Brunswick  Coun¬ 
ties.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elipii- 
nate  the  gateways  of  SouUi  Dakota  or 
points  in  Iowa  or  Minnesota  within  50 
miles  of  Sioux  Falls,  S.D.,  and  Minne¬ 
apolis  and  St.  Paul.  Minnesota  and  points 
within  15  miles  thereeof,  for  paragraphs 
(A)  through  (J) ,  and  South  Dakota,  on 
[>oints  in  Minnesota  or  Iowa  within  50 
miles  of  Sioux  Falls.  South  Dakota  and 
Minneapolis,  Minnesota  for  parts  (K) 
through  (O) . 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E272).  filed 
December  5, 1974.  Applicant:  ERICKSON 
TRANSPORT  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  3180, 
Glenstone  Station,  Springfield,  Mo.  65804. 
Applicant’s  representative:  John  E. 
Jandera,  641  Harrison  St.,  Topeka,  Kans. 
66603.  Authority  sought  to  oiierate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vtnc- 
gar,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Charlotte,  N.C.,  to  points  in  California, 
with  no  transportation  for  compensation 
on  return  (except  as  otherwise  author¬ 
ized.)  ’The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Denver.  Colo. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E273).  filed 
December  5. 1974.  AppUcant:  ERICKSON 
TRANSPORT  CORP..  P.O.  Box  3180, 
Glenstone  Station,  Springfield,  Mo.  65804. 
Applicant’s  representative:  John  E. 
Jandera,  641  Harrison  St.,  Topeka,  Kans. 
66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vfnc- 
gar,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Charlotte,  N.C.,  to  points  in  California, 
with  no  transportation  for  compensation 
(m  return  (except  as  otherwise  author¬ 
ized).  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Marionville, 
Mo. 


No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E274),  filed 
Decraiber  5. 1974.  Applicant:  ERICKSON 
TRANSPORT  <X>RP.,  P.O.  Box  3180, 
Glenstone  Station,  Springfield,  Mo.  65804. 
Ain>llcant’s  representative;  John  E. 
Jandera,  641  Harrison  St.,  Topeka,  Kans. 
66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vine¬ 
gar,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Charlotte,  N.C..  to  points  in  California, 
with  no  transportation  on  return  (except 
as  otherwise  authorized) .  ’Hie  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Memphis,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E275),  filed 
December  5, 1974.  Applicant:  ERICKSON 
TRANSPORT  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  3180, 
Glenstone  Station,  Springfield,  Mo.  65804. 
Applicant’s  representative:  John  E. 
Jandera,  641  Harrison  St.,  Topeka,  Kans. 
66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vine¬ 
gar.  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Bailey,  Belding,  and  Fremont,  Mich.,  to 
points  in  California,  with  no  compensa¬ 
tion  on  return  (except  as  otherwise  au¬ 
thorized)  .  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Denver,  Colo. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E276),  filed 
December  5, 1974.  Applicant:  ERICKSON 
TRANSPORT  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  3180, 
Glenstone  Station,  Springfield,  Mo.  65804. 
Applicant’s  representative:  John  E. 
Jandera,  641  Harrison  St.,  Topeka,  Kans. 
66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vinegar, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Hutchin- 
s(m  and  Wichita,  Kans.,  to  points  in  Cali¬ 
fornia,  with  no  transportation  for  com¬ 
pensation  on  return  (except  as  otherwise 
authorized) .  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Denver,  Colo. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E278).  filed 
December  5, 1974.  Applicant:  ERICKSON 
TRANSPORT  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  3180, 
Glenstone  Station,  Springfield,  Mo.  65804. 
Applicant’s  representative:  John  E. 
Jandera,  641  Harrison  St.,  Topeka,  Kans. 
66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vinegar, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Lyndon- 
ville  and  North  Rose,  N.Y.,  to  points  in 
California,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  (except  as  other¬ 
wise  authorized) .  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  St. 
Paul,  Minn. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E280),  filed 
December  5, 1974.  Applicant:  ERICKSON 
TRANSPORT  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  3180, 
Glenstone  Station,  Springfield,  Mo.  65804. 
Applicant’s  representative:  John  E. 
Jandera,  641  Harrison  St.,  Topeka,  Kans. 
66603.  Authority  sought  to  cerate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vinegar, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Memphis, 
Tenn.,  to  points  in  California,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on  re- 
tium  (except  as  otherwise  authorized). 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eHminate 
the  gateway  of  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 
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No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E281).  filed 
December  5. 1974.  Applicant:  ERIC7K30N 
TRANSPORT  (X)RP.,  P.O.  Box  3180, 
Glenstone  Station.  Springfield.  Mo.  65804. 
Applicant’s  representative:  John  E. 
Jandera.  641  Harrison  St.,  Topeka.  Kans. 
66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vinegar, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Memphis, 
Tenn.,  to  points  in  California,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on  re¬ 
turn  (except  as  otherwise  authorized). 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Paris.  Tex. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E282),  filed 
December  5,  1974.  Applicant:  ERICK¬ 
SON  TRANSPORT  (X>RP..  P.O.  Box 
3180,  Glenstone  Station,  Springfield,  Mo. 
65804.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
E.  Jandera,  641  Harrison  St.,  Topeka, 
Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregifiar  routes,  transporting: 
Vinegar,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Charlotte,  N.C.,  to  points  in  California, 
with  no  transportation  for  compensation 
on  retiun  (except  as  otherwise  author¬ 
ized).  The  pmpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Rogers,  Ark. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E283).  filed 
December  5,  1974.  Applicant:  ERICK¬ 
SON  TRANSPORT  CORP.,  P.O.  Box 
3180,  Glenstone  Station,  Springfield,  Mo. 
65804.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
E.  Jandera,  641  Harrison  St.,  Topeka, 
Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Vinegar,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Charlotte,  N.C.,  to  points  in  California, 
with  no  transportation  for  compensation 
on  return  (except  as  otherwise  author¬ 
ized).  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E284),  filed 
December  5,  1974.  Applicant:  ERICK¬ 
SON  TRANSPORT  CORP..  P.O.  Box 
3180,  Glenstone  Station,  Springfield,  Mo. 
65804.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
E.  Jandera,  641  Harrison  St.,  Topeka, 
Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Vinegar,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Kansas  City,  Mo.,  to  points  in  California, 
with  no  transportation  for  compensa¬ 
tion  on  return  (except  as  otherwise  au¬ 
thorized).  ’The  piupose  of  this  filing  Is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Oklahoma 
CSty,  Okla. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  E356),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  DART  TRAN¬ 
SIT  COMPANY.  780  N.  Prior  Ave.,  St. 
Paul,  Minn.  55104.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Michael  P.  Zell  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Metal  canned  glass 
containers  and  container  ends,  acces¬ 
sories,  and  materials  and  supplies  used 
in  connection  with  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  metal  containers  (except 
commodities  In  bulk  and  those  which 
because  of  size  or  weight  require  the  use 


of  special  equipment),  when  moving  in 
mixed  loads  with  metal  containers,  from 
points  in  Wisconsin  to  points  in  Mon¬ 
tana.  ’The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Minneapolis, 
Minn. 

No.  MC  114552  (Sub-No.  E8),  filed 
April  29,  1974.  Applicant:  SENN 
TRUCKING  COMPANY.  P.O.  Drawer 
220,  Newberry,  S.C.  29108.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Tony  G.  Russell  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Lumber 
(except  veneer  and  plywood),  (1)  from 
points  in  Florida  to  points  in  Delaware. 
Maine,  Maryland,  New  Hampshire,  Ver¬ 
mont,  and  North  Dakota;  (2)  from 
points  in  Florida  to  points  in  Connect¬ 
icut,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  and  Virginia;  (3)  (a)  from 
points  in  Florida  on  and  east  of  UB. 
Highway  231,  to  points  in  Wisconsin, 
South  Dakota,  and  Minnesota,  (b)  from 
points  in  Florida  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Georgia-Rorida  State 
line,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  221  to 
jxmction  Florida  Highway  361A,  thence 
along  Florida  Highway  361 A  to  the  Gulf 
of  Mexico,  to  Nebraska,  Kansas,  and 
points  in  Missouri  (m  and  north  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Missourl-IUinois 
State  line,  thence  along  Missouri  High¬ 
way  32  to  jimction  Missouri  Highway 
39,  thence  along  Missouri  Highway  39 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  160,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  160  to  the  Missouri- 
Kansas  State  line,  (c)  from  points  in 
Florida  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Rorida-Georgia  State  line,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  75  to  jimction 
Rorida  Highway  51,  thence  along  Rorida 
Highway  51  to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  to 
points  in  Oklahoma  on  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Oklahoma-Ar- 
kansas  State  line,  thence  along  Okla¬ 
homa  Highway  33  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  44,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  44  to  junction  UB.  Highway 
277/281,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
277/281  to  the  Oklahoma-Texas  State 
line,  and  (d)  from  points  in  Rorida  on 
and  east  of  the  Ochlocknee  River,  to 
points  in  Iowa;  (4)  from  points  in  Ror¬ 
ida  to  points  in  Massachusetts,  Rhode 
Island,  and  the  District  of  Columbia; 
and  (5)  from  points  in  Rorida  on  and 
esist  of  the  Ochlocknee  River,  to  points 
in  Alabama.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of:  Green¬ 
wood  Coimty,  S.C.,  in  (1)  and  (3);  Mc- 
Duflie  County.  Oa.,  in  (2) ;  Clay  County, 
N.C.,  and  Georgia  in  (4) ;  and  Georgia 
in  (5). 

No.  MC  114552  (Sub-No.  ElO),  filed 
May  1,  1974.  Applicant:  SENN  TRUCK¬ 
ING  COMPANY,  P.O.  Drawer  220,  New¬ 
berry,  S.C.  29108.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  William  P.  Jackson,  Jr.,  919 
Eighteenth  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Lumber 
(except  pl5^ood  and  veneer);  (1)  from 
points  in  Illinois  to  points  in  Virginia, 
on,  south,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Virginia-North  Carolina  State 


line,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  220  to 
junction  Virginia  Highway  122,  thence 
along  Virginia  Highway  122  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  460,  thence  along  UB. 
Highway  460  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
29.  thence  along  UB.  Highway  29  to 
junction  UB.  Highway  60,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  60  to  the  Chesapeake  Bay; 
(2)  between  points  in  Mississippi,  on. 
east,  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Alabama-Mississippl  State  line,  thence 
along  Mississippi  Highway  18  to  junction 
Mississippi  Highway  35,  thence  along 
Mississippi  Highway  35  to  the  Missis- 
sippi-Loulsiana  State  line,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Illinois, 
on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Illinois-Indiana  State  line,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  24  to  Junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  51,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  51  to 
jimction  Illinois  Highway  17,  thence 
along  Illinois  Highway  17  to  the  lUinois- 
lowa  State  line;  (3)  between  points  in 
South  Carolina,  on  the  one  hand,  and. 
on  the  other,  points  in  Illinois;  (4)  from 
points  in  Illinois  to  points  in  Alabama; 
(5)  from  points  in  Mississippi  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Mlssis- 
sippi-Alabama  State  line,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  80  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  59,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  59  to  junction  Mississippi  High¬ 
way  18,  thence  along  Mississippi  High¬ 
way  18  to  junction  Mississippi  Highway 
35.  thence  along  Mississippi  Highway  35 
to  the  Mississippi-Louisiana  State  line, 
to  points  in  Indiana  on  and  north  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Indiana-Kentucky 
State  line,  thence  along  Indiana  Highway 
256,  from  Madison,  Ind.,  to  junction  In¬ 
diana  Highway  39,  thence  along  Indiana 
Highway  39  to  junction  UB.  Highway  50, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  50  to  junc¬ 
tion  Indiana  Highway  37,  thence  «ilong 
Indiana  Highway  37  to  junction  Indiana 
Highway  46,  thence  along  Indiana  High¬ 
way  46  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  231, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  231  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  74,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  74  to  the  Indiana- 
Blinois  State  line. 

(6)  Between  points  in  South  Carolina, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Indiana;  (7)  from  points  in  In¬ 
diana  to  points  in  Alabama;  (8)  from 
points  in  Indiana  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Indiana-Ohio  State 
line,  thence  along  Indiana  Highway  67 
to  junction  Indiana  Highway  3,  thence 
along  Indiana  Highway  3  to  Junction 
U.S.  Highway  52.  thence  along  UB.  High¬ 
way  52  to  junction  Interstate  Highway 
74,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway  74 
to  the  Indiana-Ohio  State  line,  to  points 
in  Virginia  on  and  south  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Virginia-North  Carolina 
State  line,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
220  to  junction  Virginia  Highway  122, 
thence  along  Virginia  Highway  122  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  221,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  221  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  29,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  29  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  60,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  60  to  junction  Virginia 
Highway  33,  thence  along  Virginia  High¬ 
way  33  to  the  Chesapeake  Bay;  (9)  be¬ 
tween  points  In  that  part  of  Kentucky 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
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junction  U.S.  Highway  231  and  the  In- 
diana-Kentucky  State  line,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  231  to  Eden,  Ky.,  thence 
along  Kentucky  Highway  90  to  Williams¬ 
burg,  Ky.,  thence  along  Interstate  fflgh- 
way  75  to  the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State 
line,  (A  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
the  District  of  Columbia;  (10)  between 
points  In  Louisiana,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of 
Kentucky  on  and  east  of  Interstate 
Highway  75;  (11)  between  points  in 
Maryland,  on  and  east  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Maryland-Pennsylvania 
State  line,  thence  along  Interstate  High¬ 
way  83  to  Junction  Interstate  Highway 
€95,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
695  to  junction  Maryland  Highway  2, 
thence  along  Maryland  Highway  2  to 
junction  Maryland  Highway  3,  thence 
along  Maryland  Highway  3  to  junction 
US.  Highway  50,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  50  to  the  District  of  Columbia  line, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Kentucky,  on  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Kentucky-Tennes¬ 
see  State  line,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  31E/231  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
231,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  231  to 
jimction  Kentucky  Highway  70,  thence 
along  Kentucky  Highway  70  to  junction 
Kentucky  Highway  85,  thence  along  Ken¬ 
tucky  Highway  85  to  jimcticm  U.S.  Al¬ 
ternate  Highway  41,  thence  along  U.S. 
Alternate  Highway  41  to  jimction  Ken¬ 
tucky  Highway  109,  thence  along  Ken¬ 
tucky  Highway  109  to  jimction  Kentucky 
Highway  56,  thence  along  Kentucky 
Highway  56  to  the  Kentucky-Indiana 
State  line. 

(12)  Between  points  in  Mississippi  on 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Mis- 
sissippi-Alabama  State  line,  thence  along 
Mlsi^ippl  Highway  16  to  junction  Mis¬ 
sissippi  Highway  22,  thence  along  Mis¬ 
sissippi  Highway  22  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  80,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
80  to  the  Mississippi-Louisiana  State 
line,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Kentucky  on  and  east  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Kentucky-Indiana 
State  line,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
60/460  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  127, 
thence  alcmg  US.  Highway  127  to  the 
Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line;  (13)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  New  Jersey,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ken¬ 
tucky  an  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line, 
thence  along  US.  Highway  127  to  junc¬ 
tion  Kentucky  Highway  90,  thence  along 
Kentucky  Highway  90  to  junction  Cum¬ 
berland  Parkway,  thence  along  Cumber¬ 
land  Parkway  to  junction  Kentucky 
Highway  259,  thence  along  Kentucky 
Highway  259  to  junction  Kentucky 
Highway  70,  thence  along  Kentucky 
Highway  70  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
231,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  231  to 
the  Kentucky-Indiana  State  line;  (14) 
from  points  In  Kentucky,  on  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Kentucky- 
Tennessee  State  line,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  231  to  the  Kentucky-Indiana 
State  line,  to  points  in  Virginia  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Virginia- 
North  Carolina  State  line,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  29  to  Junction  U.S.  mgh- 


way  60,  thence  along  US.  Highway  60 
to  the  Atlantic  Ocean;  (15)  from  points 
In  Kentucky,  on  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State 
line,  thence  along  US.  Highway  127  to 
Junction  Kentucky  Highway  90,  thence 
along  Kentucky  Highway  90  to  Junction 
Kentucky  Highway  70,  thence  along  Ken¬ 
tucky  Highway  70  to  Junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  231,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  231 
to  the  Kentucky-Indiana  State  line,  to 
Rhode  Island;  (16)  from  points 'in  Ken¬ 
tucky  to  points  in  Alabama. 

(17)  From  points  in  Kentucky  on  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Kentucky- 
Tennessee  State  line,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  127  to  Junction  Kentucky  High¬ 
way  90,  thence  ^ong  Kentucky  Highway 
90  to  Junction  Kentucky  Highway  70, 
thence  along  Kentucky  Highway  70  to 
Junction  US.  Highway  41.  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  41  to  the  Kentucky- 
Indiana  State  line,  to  Connecticut;  (18) 
from  points  in  Kentucky  on  and  west  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Kentucky-Ten¬ 
nessee  State  line,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  127  to  Junction  Kentucky  High¬ 
way  90,  thence  along  Kentucky  Highway 
90  to  Junction  Kentucky  Highway  70, 
thence  along  Kentucky  Highway  70  to 
Junction  U.S.  Highway  41,  thence  along 
US.  Highway  41  to  the  Kentucky- 
Indiana  State  line,  to  Maine;  and  (19) 
from  points  in  Kentucky  cm  and  west  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Kentucky-Ten¬ 
nessee  State  line,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  127  to  Junction  Kentucky  High¬ 
way  90,  thence  along  Kentucky  Highway 
90  to  Junction  Kentucky  Highway  70, 
thence  along  Kentucky  Highway  70  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  41,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  41  to  the  Kentucky- 
Indiana  State  line,  to  Massachusetts.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of :  Bunccmibe,  Chatam,  Chero¬ 
kee,  Columbus,  Cumberland,  Franklin. 
OuUford,  Harnett,  Henderson,  Lee. 
Macon,  Orange,  Rockingham,  Transyl¬ 
vania,  and  Union  Coimties,  N.C.,  In  (1), 
(8),  and  (10) ;  Georgia  and  Tennessee  in 
(2),  (5),  and  (7);  Tennessee  in  (3),  (4), 
(6).  (7),  and  (16);  Tennessee  and 
Georgia  in  (9) .  (11) .  (8) ,  (9) ,  (15) .  (17) , 
and  (19);  and  Greenwood  County,  S.C., 
in  (18). 

No.  MC  114552  (Sub-No.  E14).  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant:  SENN  TRUCJK- 
ING  COMPANY,  P.O.  Drawer  220,  New¬ 
berry,  S.C.  29108.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  William  P.  Jackson.  Jr.,  919  Eight¬ 
eenth  St.  NW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20006. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Plywood, 
frcrni  Manatee  County,  Fla.,  to  points  in 
Michigan.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Greenwood 
County,  S.C. 

No.  MC  114552  (Sub-No.  E15).  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant:  SENN  TRUCK¬ 
ING  COMPANY,  P.O.  Drawer  220.  New¬ 
berry,  S.C.  29108.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  William  P.  Jackson.  Jr.,  919  Eight¬ 
eenth  St.  NW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20006. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Ffberboard, 
from  the  plant  site  of  the  Masonite  Cor¬ 


poration,  located  at  or  near  Spring  Hope. 
N.C.,  to  points  in  Texas  and  C^dahcHna. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  dlminate 
the  gateway  Greenwood  County,  S.C. 

No.  MC  114552  (Sub-No.  E23).  filed 
May  21,  1974.  Applicant:  SENN  TRUCK¬ 
ING  COMPANY,  P.O.  DRAWER  220, 
NEWBERRY,  S.C.  29108.  AppUcant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  WILLIAM  P.  JACKSON, 
JR.,  919  18th  St.  NW..  Washington,  D.C. 
20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Com¬ 
position  board  and  plywood,  from  the 
plant  and  warehouse  sites  of  Weyerhaeu¬ 
ser  Company  at  Adel,  Ga.,  to  points  in 
North  Carolina  and  Virginia;  (2)  Compo¬ 
sition  board  and  plywood,  from  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  Plywood  Panels,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
New  Orleans,  La.,  to  points  in  Virginia 
and  that  part  of  North  C^arolina  on  and 
east  of  a  line  begliming  at  the  North 
Carollna-Georgla  State  line,  thence  along 
the  U.S.  Highway  178  to  its  Junction 
with  unnumbered  North  Carolina  High¬ 
way,  thence  along  unnumbered  North 
Carolina  Highway  to  its  Junction  with  the 
Blue  Ridge  Parkway,  thence  along  the 
Blue  Ridge  Parkway  to  its  Junction  with 
UB.  Highway  23,  thence  aUmg  U.S.  High¬ 
way  23  to  its  Junction  with  North  Caro¬ 
lina  Highway  209,  thence  along  North 
Carolina  Highway  209  to  its  Junction  with 
U.S.  Highway  25/70,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  25/70  to  the  North  Carollna- 
Tennessee  State  line. 

(3)  Composition  board,  from  the  plant 
and  warehouse  sites  of  W^erhaeuser 
Company  at  Adel,  Ga..  to  the  District  of 
Columbia,  points  in  Massachusetts,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Rhode  Island,  and  points  in 
New  York  on  and  south  of  New  York 
Highway  7,  restricted  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  traffic  originating  at  the  above 
named  plant  and  warehouse  site,  and  re¬ 
stricted  against  the  transporlatlon  of 
commodities  in  bulk;  (4)  Composition 
board  (except  commodities  in  bulk) .  from 
the  facilities  of  International  Paper 
Company,  located  in  Greenwood  County, 
S.C.,  to  points  in  Massachusetts,  Ccm- 
nectlcut,  Rhode  Island,  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  New  York;  (5)  Roofing 
and  roofing  materials,  gypsum  and  gyp¬ 
sum  products,  composition  boards,  in¬ 
sulation  materials,  urethane  and  ure¬ 
thane  products  (except  commodities  in 
bulk) ,  from  the  facilities  of  The  Celotex 
Corporation  at  or  near  Port  Clinton, 
Ohio,  to  points  in  Mississippi,  Alabama, 
Georgia,  Florida,  and  that  part  of  South 
Carolina  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  South  Carolina-North  Carolina 
State  line,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
276  to  its  Junction  with  Interstate  High¬ 
way  26  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
26  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean;  and 

(6)  Roofing  materials,  gypsum  and 
gypsum  products,  composition  board,  in¬ 
sulation  materials,  urethane  and 
urethane  products  (except  commodities 
in  bulk) ,  from  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  to  points 
in  Alabama  and  Mississippi,  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  sUpments  orig¬ 
inating  at  the  facilities  utilized  by  Tlie 
Celotex  Corporation  at  the  named  origin. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
ttie  gateways  of:  Greenwood  County, 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  40,  NO.  103 — WEDNESDAY,  MAY  28,  1975 


NOTICES 


23141 


S.C.,  in  (1)  and  (2) ;  Greenwood  County, 
S.C.,  and  Roaring  River,  N.C.,  In  (3) ; 
Roaring  River,  N.C.,  in  (4) ;  and  Eliza¬ 
bethtown,  Ky.,  In  (5)  and  (6). 

No.  MC  114552  (Sub-No.  E54),  filed 
March  13,  1975.  Applicant:  SENN 

TRUCKING  COMPANY,  P.O.  Drawer 
220,  Newberry,  S.C,  29108.  Applicant’s 
representative:  William  P.  Jackson,  Jr., 
919  Eighteenth  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
»D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Steel 
electrical  conduit  pipe,  from  the  facilities 
of  Jones  &  Laughlin  Steel  Corporation 
at  New  Kensington,  Pa.,  to  points  in 
Texas,  on  and  south  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Texas-Oklahoma  State 
line,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  66  to 
its  junction  with  U.S.  Highway  287, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  287  to  the 
Texas-Oklahoma  State  line,  points 
in  Oklahoma,  on  and  south  of  Interstate 
Highway  40,  and  points  in  Arkansas,  on 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Arkansas-Tennessee  State  line,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  61  to  its  junction 
with  U.S.  Highway  63,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  63  to  its  junction  with  Arkansas 
Highway  18,  thence  along  Arkansas 
Highway  18  to  its  junction  with  Arkan¬ 
sas  Highway  14,  thence  along  Arkansas 
Highway  14  to  its  junction  with  Arkansas 
Highway  9,  thence  along  Arkansas  High¬ 
way  9  to  its  junction  with  Arkansas 
Highway  95,  thence  along  Arkansas 
Highway  95  to  its  junction  with  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  40,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  40  to  the  Arkansas-Okla- 
homa  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the 
facilities  of  Pitecraft-Lumlnous  Ceilings, 
Division  of  the  Celotex  Corporation,  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Scottsboro,  Ala. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  E31),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35202.  Applicant’s  representative:  E. 
Stephen  Heisley,  666  Eleventh  St. 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20001.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meats,  meat  products,  and 
meat  by-products,  and  articles  distrib¬ 
uted  by  meat  packinghouses  (except 
hides,  liquid  commodities.  In  bulk,  and 
commodities  In  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles), 
as  described  In  Sections  A  and  C  of  Ap¬ 
pendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209 
and  766,  in  vehicles  equipped  with  me¬ 
chanical  refrigeration,  from  the  plant 
site  of  Armour  and  (Company  near  Ster¬ 
ling,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Florida,  North  Car¬ 
olina,  and  South  Carolina,  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originating 
at  the  above-named  plant  site.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the 
gatewrays  of  Birmingham,  Ala.,  and  Cliat- 
tanooga,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  E33),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham.  Ala. 
35202.  Applicant’s  representative:  K 


Stephen  Heisley,  666  Eleventh  St.  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20001.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Foodstuffs  (except  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles),  in  vehicles  equipped 
with  mechanical  refrigeration,  from  Buf¬ 
falo,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Florida,  points  in 
Arkansas  on  and  south  of  Interstate 
Highway  40  from  West  Memphis  to  Lit¬ 
tle  Rock,  Ark.,  and  on  and  south  of  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  30  from  Little  Rock, 
Ark.,  to  the  Arkansas-Texas  State  line, 
and  points  in  California  on  and  south 
of  a  line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  6 
from  the  Nevada-Califomia  State  line 
to  Benton  Station,  Calif.,  thence  along 
CTalifomia  Highway  120  to  Manteca, 
Calif.,  thence  along  California  Highway 
99  to  Lodi,  Calif.,  thence  along  California 
Highway  12  to  Santa  Rosa,  Calif.,  suid 
thence  westward  to  the  Pacific  Ocean. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Birmingham,  Ala. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  E34),  filed 
Jime  3, 1974.  Applicant:  COLONIAL  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35202.  Applicant’s  representative:  E. 
Stephen  Heisley,  666  Eleventh  St.  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20001.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Foods  and  foodstuffs,  not 
including  in  foods  (except  in  both  in¬ 
stances  liquid  commodities,  in  bulk,  and 
in  tank  vehicles,  and  bananas) ,  in  vehi¬ 
cles  equipped  with  mechanical  refrigera¬ 
tion,  from  New  York,  N.Y.,  points  in  that 
part  of  Rockland  County,  N.Y.,  east  of 
the  Garden  State  Parkway  and  south  of 
Interstate  Highway  287,  that  part  of 
Nsissau  Coxmty,  N.Y.,  west  of  Nassau 
County  Highway  1,  and  points  in  Berg^, 
Essex,  Hudson,  Passaic,  and  Union 
Coimties,  N.J.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Arkansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  and  Tennessee.  Ihe  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gatewray 
of  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  E38).  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  COLONIAL  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.'Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35202.  Applicant’s  representative:  E. 
Stephen  Heisley,  666  Eleventh  St.  NW.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20001.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Foodstuffs  (except  in 
bulk) ,  in  vehicles  equipped  with  mechan¬ 
ical  refrigeration,  from  Derry  Township, 
Dauphin  Coimty,  Pa.,  and  Lebanon,  Pa., 
to  points  in  Arkansas,  California,  Ore¬ 
gon,  and  in  Florida  on  and  west  of  UB. 
Highway  221  from  the  Oeorgia-Florida 
State  line  to  Perry,  Fla.,  and  thence  on 
and  west  of  a  line  extending  southwest 
to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Birmingham,  Ala. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  E39).  filed 
June  3,  1974.  AppUcant:  COLONIAL  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  TRANSPORT,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35202.  Applicant’s  representative:  E. 


Stephen  Heisley,  666  Eleventh  St.  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20001.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Foodstuffs,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  points  in  Erie  and  Chautauqua 
Coimties,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Arkansas 
on  and  south  of  Interstate  Highway  40 
from  the  Arkansas-Tennessee  State  line 
to  Little  Rock,  Ark.,  and  on  and  south 
of  Interstate  Highway  30  from  Little 
Rock,  Ark.,  to  the  Texas-Arkansas  State 
line,  points  in  California  cm  and  south 
of  U.S.  Highway  6  from  the  Nevada- 
Califomia  State  line  to  Benton  Station, 
Calif.,  on  and  south  of  California  High¬ 
way  120  from  Benton  Station  to  Man¬ 
teca.  Calif.,  on  and  south  of  Interstate 
Highway  205  and  580  to  San  Francisco, 
and  points  in  Georgia  on  and  west  of 
Interstate  Highway  75.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Birmingham,  Ala. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  E82).  filed 
June  4,  1974.  AppUcant:  COLONIAL  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATTON  IN¬ 
CORPORATED,  P.O.  Box  10327, 
Birmingham,  Ala.  35202.  AppUcant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  666 
Eleventh  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.O. 
20001.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dairy 
products  (except  in  bulk,  or  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles),  in  v^cles  equipped  with  me¬ 
chanical  refrigeration,  from  points  in 
Alabama  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway 
80  (except  Cullman,  Ala.),  to  points  in 
Delaware,  Maine,  Rhode  Island,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  West  Virginia.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Birmingham,  Ala. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-13856  Filed  6-27-75;8:45  am] 


[Notice  #295] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  BOARD  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

May  28,  1975. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  by  the 
Motor  Carrier  Board  of  the  Commission 
pursuant  to  sections  212(b),  206(a),  211, 
312(b),  and  410(g)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  thereunder  (49  CFR  Part 
1132),  appear  below: 

Each  application  (except  as  otherwise 
specifically  noted)  filed  after  March  27. 
1972,  contains  a  statement  by  appUcants 
that  there  will  be  no  significant  effect 
on  the  quaUty  of  the  human  environment 
resulting  from  approval  of  the  applica¬ 
tion.  As  provided  in  the  Commissi<m’s 
special  rules  of  practice  any  interested 
person  may  file  a  petition  seeking  re¬ 
consideration  of  the  foUowlng  numbered 
proceedings  on  or  before  June  17,  1975. 
Pursuant  to  section  17(8)  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act,  the  filing  of  such  a 
petition  will  postpone  the  eflecUve  date 
of  the  order  in  that  proceeding  pending 
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its  disposition.  The  matters  relied  upon 
by  petitioners  must  be  specified  in  their 
petitions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-PC-35467.  By  order  of  May 
28,  1975,  the  Motor  Carrier  Boeurd  ap¬ 
proved  the  lease  to  Blaschke  Trucking 
Company,  a  corporation  (formerly  Pine- 
point,  Inc.),  Houston,  Tex.,  for  a  pe¬ 
riod  of  one  year  commencing  November 
1, 1974,  of  the  (grating  rights  evidenced 
by  Certificate  of  Registration  No.  MC- 
120851  (Sub-No.  1)  Issued  April  3,  1967, 
to  Blaschke  Trucking  Company  (now 
Pinepoint,  Inc.),  a  corporation,  Hous¬ 
ton,  Tex.,  covering  the  transportation  of 
oilfield  equipment  and  pipe  and  other 
named  commodities  pursuant  to  the 
scope  of  Intrastate  authority  in  certifi¬ 
cate  of  convenience  and  necessity  No. 
SMC-5255  issued  March  21,  1966,  by  Uie 
Railroad  Commission  of  Texas.  Paul  D. 
Angenend,  P.O.  Box  2207,' Austin,  Texas 
78767,  attorney  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-PC-75751.  By  order  entered 
May  21,  1975,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  Midcoast 
Trucking,  Belleville,  N.J.,  of  the  operat¬ 
ing  rights  set  forth  in  Permits  Nos.  MC- 
30209,  MC-30209  (Sub-No.  4) .  MC-30209 
(Sub-No.  6) ,  MC-30209  (Sub-No.  9) ,  and 
MC-30209  (Sub-No.  18),  issued  b3f  the 
Commission  November  10,  1949,  March 
22,  1962,  July  22,  1971,  July  22,  1971, 
and  July  28,  1971,  respectively,  to  John 
O’Shea,  Inc.,  Ridgefield  Park,  N.J.,  au¬ 
thorizing  the  transportation  of  such 
merchandise  as  is  dealt  in  by  wholesale, 
retail,  and  chain  grocery  and  food  busi¬ 
ness  bouses,  and  in  connection  there¬ 
with,  equipment,  materials,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  conduct  of  such  businesses, 
between  points  in  New  York,  New  Jersey, 
and  Pennsylvania.  Alan  Kahn,  1920  Two 
Penn  Center  Plaza,  Philadelphia,  Pa, 
19102,  attorney  for  applicants. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[PR  DOC.76-1S851  PUed  5-27-75; 8:45  am] 


[Notice  67] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS 

May  16,  1975. 

The  foUowing  are  notices  of  filing  of 
application,  except  as  otherwise  specifi¬ 
cally  noted,  each  applicant  states  that 
there  will  be  no  significant  effect  on  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  re¬ 
sulting  from  approval  of  its  application, 
for  temporary  authority  under  secticm 
210a(a)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
provided  for  imder  the  new  rules  of  Ex 
Parte  No.  MC-67,  (49  CFR  Part  1131) 
published  in  the  Federal  Register,  issue 
of  April  27,  1965,  effective  July  1,  1965. 
These  rules  provide  that  protests  to  the 
granting  of  an  application  must  be  filed 
with  the  field  ofiB.cial  named  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  publication,  within  15 
calmdar  days  after  the  date  of  notice  of 
the  filing  of  the  applicaticm  is  published 
in  the  Federal  Register.  One  copy  of 
such  protests  must  be  served  on  the  I4>- 
plicant,  or  its  authorized  representative. 


if  any,  and  the  protests  must  certify  that 
such  service  has  been  made.  The  protests 
must  be  specific  as  to  the  service  which 
such  protestant  can  and  will  offer,  and 
must  consist  of  a  signed  original  and 
six  (6)  copies. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file,  and 
csm  be  examined  at  the  OflBce  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  also  in  field 
ofBce  to  which  protests  are  to  be  trans¬ 
mitted. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  531  (Sub-No.  311TA),  filed 
May  6,  1975.  Applicant:  YOUNGER 
BROTHERS,  INC.,  4904  Griggs  Road, 
Houston,  Tex.  77021.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Wray  E.  Hughes  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Alcoholic  liquors.  In  bulk.  In  tank 
vehicles,  from  Weston,  Mo.,  and  Atchi¬ 
son,  Kans.,  to  Portland,  Oreg.,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  C?rown  Cen¬ 
tury  Ltd.,  16444  S.W.  72  Ave.,  PorUand, 
Oreg.  97223.  Send  protests  to:  John  F. 
Mensing,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate' 
Commerce  Commission,  515  Rusk,  Room 
8610  Federal  Bldg.,  Houston,  Tex.  77002. 

No.  MC  21456  (Sub-No.  36TA),  filed 
May  9,  1975.  Applicant:  GENE  MIT¬ 
CHELL  CO.,  West  Liberty,  Iowa  52776. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Kenneth  F. 
Dudley,  P.O.  Bo^  279,  Ottumwa,  Iowa 
52501.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Precast 
polyester  panels,  from  points  in 
Williamsburg,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Chicago 
and  Peoria,  ni.;  Minneapolis,  Minn.;  St. 
Louis,  Mo.;  Bismarck,  N,  Dak.;  and  Mil¬ 
waukee,  Wis.,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper;  Poly-Cast  Systems,  Inc.,  Box 
660,  Williamsburg,  Iowa  52316.  Send  pro¬ 
teste  to:  Herbert  W.  Allen,  District  Sup¬ 
ervisor,  Bureau  cff  Operations,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  875  Federal 
Bldg.,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309. 

No.  MC  50069  (Sub-No.  500TA) ,  filed 
May  7,  1975.  Applicant:  REFINERS 
'TRANSPORT  b  TERMINAL  CXJRPO- 
RATION,  445  Earlwood  Avenue,  Oregon, 
Ohio  43616.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Jack  A.  GoUan  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Hot  roof- 
ing  asphalt,  in  bulk.  In  tank  vehicles, 
from  the  plantelte  of  The  Trumbull 
Asphalt  Co.,  Hazelwood,  Mo.,  to  points 
in  Illinois  and  Kentucky,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Trumbull  Asphalt 
Co.,  59th  b  Archer,  Summit,  Ill.  Send 
protests  to:  Keith  D.  Warner,  District 
Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operation,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  313  Fed¬ 
eral  OfiBce  Bldg.,  234  Summit  St.,  Toledo, 
Ohio  43604. 

No.  MC  63417  (Sub-No.  75TA),  filed 
May  7,  1975.  Applicant:  BLUE  RIDGE 
TRANSFER  COMPANY.  INCORPO¬ 
RATED,  P.O.  Box  13447,  Roanoke,  Va. 
24034.  AiH>licant’s  representative:  Wil¬ 
liam  K  Bain  (same  address  as  appli¬ 


cant).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Plumpers  goods  and  plumbing  fixtures. 
from  points  in  Salem,  C^o,  and  New 
Castle  and  Ford  City,  Pa.,  to  points  in 
Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia,  Kentucky, 
Mississippi,  Virginia  and  Tennessee;  (2) 
Damaged,  defective  and  returned  ship¬ 
ments  of  plumbers  goods  and  plumbing 
fixtures,  from  the  destination  states 
named  in  (1)  to  Salem,  Ohio,  and  New 
Castle  and  Ford  City,  Pa.,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shippers :  Wallace  Murray 
Corp.,  Eljer  Plumbingware  Division, 
Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  Universal  Rundle  Cor¬ 
poration,  New  Castle,  Pa.  Send  protests 
to;  Danny  R.  Beeler,  District  Supervisor, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission.  215  Campbell  Ave. 
SW.,  Roanoke,  Va.  24011. 

No.  MC  107295  (Sub-No.  767TA) ,  filed 
May  9.  1975.  AppUcant:  PRE-FAB 

TRANSIT  CO.,  100  South  Main  St., 
Farmer  City,  HI.  61842.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Duane  Zehr  (same  address 
as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Concrete  and  masonry  curing,  water¬ 
proofing,  conditioning,  cleaning,  bond¬ 
ing.  and  releasing  compounds.  Restric¬ 
tion:  Restricted  against  the  transp>orta- 
tion  of  commodities  in  bulk,  from  points 
in  Kansas  CTity,  Mo.,  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Florida.  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana. 
Kentucky,  Massachusetts,  Michigan, 
Mississippi,  New  Jersey.  New  York,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  Tennessee,  and  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipiier: 
Alden  V.  Brownlee,  President  Con  Spec 
Marketing  and  Manufacturing  Co..  8164 
NW.  Twin  Oaks  Drive,  Kansas  City,  Mo. 
64151.  Send  protests  to;  Harold  C.  JoUlff, 
District  Supervisor.  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  P.O.  Box  2418,  Springfield, 
ni.  62705. 

No.  MC  108207  (Sub-No.  421TA).  filed 
May  9.  1975.  Applicant:  FROZEN  POOD 
EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5888,  Dallas. 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Ham  (same  address  as  applicant) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  career,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Human 
blood  plasma,  from  points  in  Arizona 
and  New  Mexico  to  points  in  Oakland 
and  Berkeley,  Calif.,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper;  Cutter  Laboratories, 
Inc.,  4th  &  Parker  Streets,  Berkeley, 
Calif.  94710.  Send  protests  to:  Opal  M. 
Jones.  Transportation  Assistant,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  1100  Com¬ 
merce  St.,  Room  13C12.  Dallas.  Tex. 
75202. 

No.  MC  108449  (Sub-No.  386TA),  filed 
May  5.  1975.  Applicant:  INDIANHEAD 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  1947  West  County 
Road  C,  St.  Paul,  Minn.  55113.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  W.  A.  Myllenbeck 
(same  address  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting;  Fly  ash,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  fnxn  Rochester.  Minn.,  to  points 
in  Wisconsin  and  Iowa,  for  180  days. 
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Supported  by:  American  Admixtures 
Divlsioii,  Chicago  Fly  Ash  Company, 
5909  No.  Rogers  Ave.,  Chicago,  Ill.  60646. 
Send  protests  to:  Raymond  T.  Jones, 
District  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  414 
Federal  Building  &  U.S.  Court  House,  110 
South  4th  St.,  Minneapolis,  Minn.  55401. 

No.  MC  116947  (Sub-No.  41TA),  filed 
May  8,  1975.  Applicant:  SCOTT  TRANS¬ 
FER  CO.,  INC.,  920  Ashby  Street  SW., 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30310.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  Addams,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Road  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30342.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Bread 
crumbs  or  cubes,  dry,  in  boxes,  cereal, 
granulated;  mixes,  dip,  dry,  in  boxes; 
mushrooms,  canned  or  preserved,  in 
liquid,  in  containers  in  boxes;  salad 
dressing  preparation,  in  boxes;  table 
sauce,  n.o.i.  in  boxes,  from  Atlanta  and 
Forest  Park,  Ga.,  to  points  in  Mississippi, 
for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  The 
Clorox  Company,  7901  Oakport  St.,  Oak¬ 
land,  Calif.  94621.  Send  protests  to:  Wil¬ 
liam  L.  Scroggs,  District  Supervisor, 
Bureau  of  Operations.  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  1252  West  Peachtree 
Street  NW.,  Room  546,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30309. 

No.  MC  117119  (Sub-No.  535TA).  filed 
May  9,  1975.  Applicant:  WHXiIS  OTAW 
FROZEN  EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  188, 
Elm  Springs,  Ark.  72728.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  L.  M.  McLean  (same  address 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transix)rting:  Such 
merchandise  as  is  dealt  in  by  retail  dis- 
coimt  stores,  frwn  the  New  York,  N.Y., 
Commercial  Zone  (as  defined  by  the 
Commission)  to  the  warehouse  facilities 
of  Howard  Bros.  Discount  Stores,  Inc.,  at 
Monroe.  La.,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Howard  Bros.  Discount  Stores, 
Inc.,  3030  Aurora,  Monroe,  La.  71201. 
Send  protests  to:  District  Supervisor 
William  H.  Land,  Jr.,  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions,  Interstate  Ccanmerce  Commission, 
2519  Federal  Office  Building,  700  West 
Capitol,  Little  Rock,  Ark.  72201. 

No.  MC  117589  (Sub-No.  26TA),  filed 
May  9, 1975.  Applicant:  PROVISIONERS 
FROZEN  EXPRESS,  INC.,  3801  Seventh 
Avenue  South,  P.O.  Box  24507,  98124, 
Seattle,  Wash.  98108.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Michael  D.  Duppenthaler,  515 
Lyon  Building,  607  Third  Avenue,  Seattle. 
Wash.  98104.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meat 
and  meat  products  and  articles  diS’- 
tributed  by  meat  packing  houses,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  Appendix  I  to  the  Report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates 
61  M.C.C.  209  and  766,  from  Seattle  and 
Tukwlla,  Wash.,  to  Ontario,  Oreg.,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  General 
Meats,  18338  Andover  Paric  West,  P.O. 
Box  88990,  Tukwlla,  Wash.  98188.  Send 
protests  to:  L.  D.  Boone,  Transportatlcm 
Specialist,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  (Tommlssion.  858  Federal 
Bl^..  Seattle,  Wash.  98174. 


No.  MC  117589  (Sub-No.  27TA),  filed 
May  9, 1975.  Applicant:  PROVISIONERS 
FROZEN  EXPRESS.  INC.,  3801  Seventh 
Avenue  South,  P.O.  Box  24507,  98124, 
Seattle,  Wash.  98108.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  James  T.  Johnson,  1610 
IBM  Building,  Seattle.  Wash.  98101.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts  and  meat  byproducts,  from  Ellens- 
burg  and  Seattle,  Wash.,  to  points  in 
Massachusetts,  New  York,  Pennsylvania 
and  the  District  of  Columbia,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Superior  Pack¬ 
ing  Co.,  Box  277,  EUensburg,  Wash.  98926. 
Send  protests  to:  L.  D.  Boone,  Trans¬ 
portation  Sp>ecialist,  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
858  Federal  Building,  Seattle,  Wash. 
98174. 

No.  MC  117940  (Sub-No.  164TA).  filed 
May  8,  1975.  Applicant:  NATIONWIDE 
CARRIERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  104,  Maple 
Plain,  Minn.  55359.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Donald  L.  Stern,  530  Univac 
Bldg.,  7100  W.  Center  Road,  Omaha, 
Nebr.  68106.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Foodstuffs,  in  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanical  refrigeration  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) ,  from 
plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of  Kraftco 
Corporation  at  Champaign,  Bl.,  to  points 
in  Connecticut,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Virginia,  Ver¬ 
mont,  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Kraft 
Foods,  Division  of  Kraftco  (Corporation, 
500  Peshtigo  Court,  Chicago,  HI.  60690. 
Send  protests  to:  A.  N.  Spath,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  414  Fed¬ 
eral  Building  &  U.S.  Court  House,  110 
S.  4th  St.,  Minneapolis,  Minn.  55401. 

No.  MC  118130  (Sub-No.  74TA).  filed 
May  6,  1975.  Applicant:  SOITTH  EAST¬ 
ERN  XPRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  6985,  Fort 
Worth,  Tex.  76115.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Billy  R.  Reid,  6108  Sharon 
Road,  Fort  Worth,  Tex.  76116.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meats,  meat  products  and 
meat  by-products,  and  articles  distrib¬ 
uted  by  meat  packinghouses,  as  described 
in  Section  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766,  ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  points  in  New  Mexico  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Arizona,  California, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Kentucky,  Louisiana, 
Mississippi,  North  Carolina,  South  Car¬ 
olina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  and  Virginia, 
for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Glover 
Packing  Co.,  P.O.  Box  40,  Roswell,  N. 
Mex.  88201.  Send  protests  to:  H.  C.  Mor¬ 
rison,  Sr.,  District  Supervisor,  Room 
9A27.  Federal  Bldg.,  819  Taylor  St.,  Fort 
Worth,  Tex.  76102. 

No.  MC  118866  (Sub-No.  7TA),  filed 
May  5,  1975.  Applicant:  PAUL  L.  ZAM- 
BERLAN  &  SONS.  INC.,  Box  15,  Lewis 


Run,  Pa.  16738.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  William  J.  Hlrsch,  Esq.,  43  Court 
Street.  Suite  1125,  Buffalo.  N.Y.  14202. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (A)  (1) 
Used  and  recoriditioned  pipe  incidental 
to  or  used  in  the  construction,  develop¬ 
ment,  operation  and  maintenance  of 
water  wells  and  facilities  for  the  dis¬ 
covery,  development,  and  production  of 
natural  gas  and  petroleum,  from  points 
in  Cattaraugus,  and  Allegany  Coimties, 
N.Y.,  and  points  in  Allegany,  Cameron, 
Elk,  Forest,  Mercer,  McKean,  Potter, 
and  Warren  Coimties,  Pa.,  to  points  in 
the  states  of  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
Maine,  Massachusetts.  New  Hampshire, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont,  and 
West  Virginia  and  returned  shipments 
in  return;  (2)  New  Pipe  incidental  to  or 
used  in  the  construction,  development, 
operation  and  maintenance  of  water 
wells  and  facilities  for  the  discovery, 
development,  and  production  of  natural 
gas  and  petroleum,  from  points  in  Erie 
County,  N.Y.;  Lorain  and  Youngstown, 
Ohio:  and  points  in  Mercer,  Beaver,  and 
McKean  Counties,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware,  Maine,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
and  West  Virginia,  and  return  ship¬ 
ments  in  return.  Restriction:  Restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  pipe  in¬ 
cidental  to  or  used  in  the  construction, 
development,  operation,  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  facilities  for  the  discovery,  de¬ 
velopment,  and  production  of  natural 
gas  and  petroleum,  between  points  in 
McKean,  Potter,  Elk,  Warren,  Cameron, 
Forest,  Clearfield,  and  Clinton  Counties, 
Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Ohio,  New  York,  and  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  to  avoid  duplication  of  operating 
authority.  (B)  Corrugated  steel  culvert 
pipe,  from  Glean,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut,  Maine,  Massachusetts,  New 
Hampshire.  Rhode  Island,  and  Vermont, 
and  returned  shipments  in  the  reverse 
direction,  restrict^  to  traffic  originating 
at,  or  returned  to,  the  facilities  of  Wheel¬ 
ing  Corrugating  Company,  A  Division  of 
Wheeling-Pittsburgh  Steel  Corp.,  at 
Glean,  N.Y.,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shippers:  Goodman  Brothers,  Inc.,  286 
High  St.,  P.G.  Box  176,  Bradford.  Pa. 
16701.  Wheeling  Corrugating  Company, 
A  Division  of  Wheeling-Pittsburgh 
Steel  Corp.,  1722  Walden  Ave.,  Buffalo. 
N.Y.  14225.  Send  protests  to:  James  C. 
Donaldson,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau 
of  Gperations,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  2111  Federal  Bldg.,  1000 
Liberty  Ave.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15222. 

No.  MC  119399  (Sub-No.  51TA),  filed 
May  6,  1975.  Applicant:  CGNTRACT 
FREIGHTERS,  INC.,  2900  Davis  Boule¬ 
vard,  Joplin,  Mo.  64801.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  David  L.  Sitton  (Same  Ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Sorghum  Syrup,  in  containers,  from 
Waconla  Sorghum  Company,  Cedar 
Rapids,  Iowa,  to  Pine  Ridge,  Ark.,  for 
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180  days.  Sui^>orted  by:  Hatfield  Sor¬ 
ghum  Company,  Pine  Ridge,  Ark.  71968. 
Send  protests  to:  John  V.  Barry,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
CMnmission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  600 
Federal  Office  Building,  911  Walnut 
Street,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64106. 

No.  MC  127739  (Sub-No.  ITA),  filed 
May  5, 1975.  Applicant:  BOYCE  BRUCE, 
417  North  Metts  St.,  Louisville,  Miss. 
39339.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
A.  Crawford,  P.O.  Box  22567,  Jackson, 
Miss.  39205.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Brick 
and  tile,  (1)  Between  the  plantsite  and 
other  facilities  of  Trl-State  Brick  and 
Tile  Company,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Jackson, 
Miss.,  and  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas, 
Louisiana,  and  Tennessee.  Restriction: 
'The  operations  authorized  herein  are 
limited  to  a  transportation  service  to 
be  performed  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract,  or  contracts  with  Tri-State  Brick 
and  Tile  Company,  Inc.;  (2)  Between 
the  plantsite  and  other  facilities  of 
Louisville  Brick,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near 
Louisville,  Miss.,  and  points  in  Alabama, 
Aikansas,  Louisiana,  and  Tennessee.  Re¬ 
striction:  The  operations  authorized 
herein  are  limited  to  a  transportation 
service  to  be  performed  under  a  contin¬ 
uing  contract,  or  contracts  with  Louis¬ 
ville  Brick,  Inc.,  for  180  dasrs.  Supporting 
shippers:  Tri-State  Brick  and  Tile  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  9787,  Jackson,  Miss. 
39206.  Louisville  Brick,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box 
426,  Louisville,  Miss.  39339.  Send  protests 
to:  Alan  C.  Tarrant,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Room 
212, 145  East  Amite  Bldg.,  Jackson,  Miss. 
39201. 

No.  MC  133590  (Sub-No.  7TA),  filed 
May  6, 1975.  Applicant:  WESTERN  CAR¬ 
RIERS,  INC.,  288  Franklin  Street,  Wor¬ 
cester,  Mass.  01604.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Robert  L.  Kendall,  Jr.,  Esq.. 
1719  Packard  Bldg.,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 
19102.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pork  car¬ 
casses,  pork  by-products,  and  offal  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  In  biilk  and  hides), 
from  points  in  Union  City,  Tenn.,  to  the 
plantsites  and  storage  facilities  of  West¬ 
ern  Porte  Packers.  Inc.,  a  New  York  Cor¬ 
poration,  at  Bronx,  N.Y.,  and  Western 
Pork  Packers.  Inc.,  a  Massachusetts 
Corporation,  at  Worcester,  Mass.,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shippers:  Western 
Pork  Packers,  Inc.,  a  Massachusetts  Cor¬ 
poration,  288  Franklin  St.,  Worcester, 
Mass.  01604.  Western  Pork  Packers,  Inc., 
a  New  York  Corporation,  529  Westchester 
Ave.,  Bronx,  N.Y.  10455.  Send  protests  to: 
Joseph  W.  Balin,  District  Supervisor, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  338  Federal  Bldg,  b 
U.S.  Courthouse,  436  Dwight  St.,  Spring- 
field.  Mass.  01103. 

No.  MC  136342  (Sub-No.  8TA),  filed 
May  6,  1975.  Applicant:  JACKSON  AND 
JOHNSON,  INC.,  West  Church  Street, 
Box  327,  Savannah,  N.Y.  13146.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  S.  Michael  Rich¬ 
ards,  44  North  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  225, 
Webster.  N.Y.  14580.  Authority  sought  to 


operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  and  by-prod¬ 
ucts  as  described  In  Section  A  of  Aiqpen- 
dix  I  to  the  report  In  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209 
and  766,  between  points  in  Rochester, 
N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
the  District  of  Columbia  and  points  in 
Connecticut,  Delaware.  Maine.  Mary¬ 
land.  Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire. 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  Ceurolina, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Ver¬ 
mont,  and  Virginia,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Rochester  Independent 
Packer.  Inc.,  Rochester,  N.Y.  14611. 
Send  protests  to:  Morris  H.  Gross,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor.  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Rocun  104,  301  Erie  Blvd., 
West,  Syracuse.  N.Y.  13202. 

No.  MC  136527  (Sub-No.  2TA),  filed 
April  29,  1975.  Applicant:  J.  O.  BAT¬ 
TLES,  INC.,  Center  Road,  Bradford.  N.H. 
03221.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
P.  Monte,  Esq.,  P.O.  Box  568,  Barre,  Vt. 
05641.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Construc¬ 
tion  machinery  and  equipment  andjor 
parts;  farm  machinery  and  equipment; 
mining  and  quarrying  machinery  and 
equipment  and/or  parts;  and  saw  and 
pulp  mill  machinery  and  equipment  and/ 
or  parts,  between  points  in  New  Hamp¬ 
shire.  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on  the 
other,  points  in  all  states  in  the  United 
States,  for  180  days.  Supporting  ship¬ 
pers:  Hawkensen  Enterprises,  Inc.,  RF73 
#2.  Plymouth.  N.H.  03264.  Forest-All 
Corp.,  Sheep  Davis  Rd.,  Concord,  NJI. 
03301.  Joy  Manufacturtng  CX>mpany, 
Inc.,  Oliver  Bldg.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15222. 

R.  N.  Johnson,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  448,  Wal¬ 
pole.  N.H.  03608.  Grappone  Inc..  Ind. 
Div.,  Box  478,  Concord.  N.H.  03301.  HMC 
Corporation.  Contoocook,  N.H.  03229. 
Send  protests  to:  Ross  J.  Seymour.  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  313 
Federal  Bldg.,  Concord,' N.H.  03301. 

No.  MC  140267  (Sub-No.  ITA),  filed 
May  1,  1975.  AppUcant:  R  A  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  INC.,  115  Jacobus  Avenue, 

S.  Kearny,  N.J.  07032.  Applicant’s  r^- 
resentative:  S.  M.  and  R.  A.  Richards,  44 
North  Avenue.  Webster.  N.Y.  14580.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Flour.  In  bags,  from 
Buffalo.  N.Y.,  to  Perth  Amboy.  N.J.,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shipper.:  Metzen- 
dorf  Bros.,  Inc.,  248  New  Brunswick  Ave¬ 
nue,  Perth  Amboy,  N.J.  08862.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  District  Supervisor  Robert  E. 
Johnston,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  9  Clinton  St.,  Newark,  N.J. 
07102. 

No.  MC  140930  (Sub-No.  ITA),  filed 
May  6,  1975.  Applicant:  FLOYD  J.  FUL- 
BRIGHT,  doing  business  as  F  &  W 
TRUCKING  CO..  339  Terrell  Drive.  Toc- 
coa,  Ga.  30577.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Virgil  H.  Smith,  1587  Phoenix  Blvd., 
Suite  12.  Atlanta,  Ga.  30349.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (a)  Iron  or  steel  fabrica¬ 
tions,  from  the  plantsite  of  Brady  In¬ 


dustrial  Sales  <1  Service.  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Toccoa,  Stephens  County,  Ga.,  to  points 
In  Ambrldge  and  Pittsburgh,  Pa.;  Jeffer¬ 
sonville  and  Tell  City,  Ind.;  Paducah, 
Ky.;  Decatur,  Ala.;  Cincinnati,  Ohio; 
Morris  and  Hartford.  Ill.;  Pine  Bluff, 
Ark.;  St  Paul.  Minn.;  and  Waynesboro, 
Va.;  (b)  Iron  or  steel  tubing,  bars  or 
plates,  from  points  in  Butler  and  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa.;  Detroit,  Mich.;  Chicago,  HI.; 
Cleveland,  Ohio;  Fairfield,  Ala.;  and 
Cookeville,  Tenn.,  to  the  plantsite  of 
Brady  Industrial  Sales  &  Service.  Inc.,  at 
or  near  Toccoa.  Stephens  County,  Ga., 
for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper;  Brady 
Industrial  Sales  &  Service,  Inc.,  119  Brady 
St,  P.O.  Box  548,  Toccoa,  Ga.  30577.  Send 
protests  to:  William  L.  Scroogs,  District 
Supervisor,  1252  W.  Peachtree  St.  NW., 
Room  546,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30309. 

No.  MC  140931  TA.  filed  May  7,  1975. 
Applicant:  HEZIKIAH  PEACE.  368  Bar- 
bey  St.,  Brooklyn.  N.Y.  11207.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Simon  b  Drabkin,  Esqs., 
150  Broadway.  New  York,  N.Y.  10038. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Elevator  entrances, 
elevator  cabs,  and  all  related  parts,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  New  York,  New  Jersey, 
Pennsylvania,  Connecticut,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  New  Hampshire,  Vermont,  Maine, 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Georgia. 
Tennessee,  Ohio,  West  Virginia,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  Msurland,  Virginia,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Nevada,  Texas,  Arizona,  Ken¬ 
tucky.  Illinois,  Indiana,  Michigan.  Flor¬ 
ida,  Nebraska,  and  Kansas,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  National  Elevator 
Cab  b  Door  Corp.,  33-66,  54th  St.,  Wood- 
side,  N.Y.  Send  protests  to:  Marvin 
Kampel,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Ccmimlssion,  26  Federal 
Plaza,  New  York,  N.Y.  10007. 

No.  MC  140932  TA,  filed  May  6,  1975. 
AppUcant:  ALLEN  I.  BAILEY  AND 
REGINALD  A.  FIELD,  doing  business  as, 
BAILEY  b  FIELD  TRANSPORTATION, 
Box  69,  Grantham,  N.H.  03753.  AppU¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Allen  L  Bailey 
(same  address  as  appUcant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Mobile  and  modular 
homes,  between  aU  points  in  Maine,  New 
Hampshire,  Vermont,  Massachusetts, 
Rhode  Island.  Connecticut,  New  York, 
New  Jersey,  and  Pennsylvania,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shippers:  Airport  A1 
Mobile  Homes,  5  Bowdoin  Terrace,  Top- 
sham,  Maine  04086.  Blairs  Trailer  Park 
&  Sales,  Shattuck  HiU  Road.  Newport, 
Vt.  05885.  Flnellne  Mobile  Homes,  Inc., 
Rt.  119,  Hinsdale.  N.H.  03451.  McGreevy 
Mobilehomes,  Sales,  Inc.,  Box  135,  Leb¬ 
anon.  N.H.  03766.  Paddy  HoUow  Mobile 
Park,  Inc.,  Paddy  HoUow  Road.  Clare¬ 
mont,  NJI.  03743.  Latham  Trailer  Sales. 
Inc.,  RFD  1,  Waterbury,  Vt  05760.  Send 
protests  to:  Ross  J.  Sesmiour,  District 
Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  313  Fed¬ 
eral  Bldg.,  Concord.  N.H.  03301. 

By  the  Commission. 

isEAL]  Joseph  M.  Harrihgton, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  DOC.76-13854  Filed  6-27-75;8:46  am] 
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[Notice  5»-TAJ 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS 

Mat  16.  1975. 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing 
of  application,  except  as  otherwise  specif¬ 
ically  noted,  each  applicant  states  that 
there  will  be  no  siErnificant  effect  on  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  result¬ 
ing  from  approval  of  its  application,  for 
temporary  authority  imder  section  210a 
(a)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
provided  for  under  the  new  rules  of  Ex 
Parte  No.  MC-67,  (49  CFR  Part  1131) 
published  in  the  Federal  Register,  issue 
of  April  27,  1965,  effective  July  1,  1965. 
These  rules  provide  that  protests  to  the 
granting  of  an  application  must  be  filed 
with  the  field  official  named  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  publication,  within  15  cal¬ 
endar  days  after  the  date  of  notice  of 
the  filing  of  the  application  is  published 
in  the  Federal  Register.  One  copy  of 
such  protests  must  be  served  on  the  ap¬ 
plicant,  or  its  authorized  representative, 
if  any,  and  the  protests  must  certify  that 
such  service  has  been  made.  The  protests 
must  be  specific  as  to  the  service  which 
such  Protestant  can  and  will  offer,  and 
must  consist  of  a  signed  original  and 
six  (6)  copies. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file,  and 
can  be  examined  at  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  also  in 
field  office  to  which  protests  are  to  be 
transmitted. 

No.  MC  106400- (Sub-No.  104TA),  filed 
May  8,  1975.  Applicant:  KAW  TRANS¬ 
PORT  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  12628, 
North  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64116.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Harold  D.  Hol- 
wick  (same  address  as  applicant).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Roofing  asphalt,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  the  plant- 
site  of  Mid  America  Asphalt  Co.,  Kansas 
City,  Mo.,  to  the  states  of  Iowa  and  Ne¬ 
braska,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Mid  America  Asphalt  Co.,  4900  Blue 
Parkway,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Vernon  V.  Coble,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  600  Federal  Bldg.,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  911  Walnut  St.,  Kan¬ 
sas  City,  Mo.  64106. 

No.  MC  106603  (Sub-No.  141TA) .  filed 
May  2. 1975.  Applicant:  DIRECT  TRAN¬ 
SIT  LINES,  INC.,  200  Colraln  St.  SW., 
P.O.  Box  8008,  Grand  Rapids,  Mich. 
49508.  Applicant’s  representative:  Mar¬ 
tin  J.  Leavitt,  22375  Haggerty  Road,  P.O. 
Box  400,  Northville,  Mich.  48167.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Clay  and  clay 
products  (except  in  bulk),  from  points 
in  Scott  County,  Mo.,  to  points  in  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kentucky,  Michigan, 
New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  West  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin, 
for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Lowe’s, 
Inc.,  North  Edward  St.,  Cassopolis,  Mich. 
49031.  Send  protests  to:  C.  R.  Flemming, 
District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
225  Federal  Bldg.,  Lansing,  Mich.  48933. 


No.  MC  112822  (Sub-No.  375TA),  filed 
May  7,  1975.  Applicant:  BRAY  LINES, 
INCORPORA’TED,  P.O.  Box  1191,  Cush¬ 
ing,  Okla.  74023.  Applicant’s  representa- 
Uve:  Cfiiarles  D.  Midkiff,  1401  N.  Little 
St.,  P.O.  Box  1191,  Cushing,  Okla.  74023. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  rout^,  transporting:  Foodstuffs 
(except  frozen  foods  and  commodities  in 
bulk),  (1)  from  the  facilities  utilized  by 
Vlasic  Poods,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Greenville, 
Miss.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Arizona, 
Arkansas,  California,  Colorado,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Indiana,  Kansas,  Kentucky, 
Louisiana,  Michigan,  Mississippi,  Mon¬ 
tana,  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  and  Texas;  (2) 
from  the  facilities  used  and  owned  by 
Vlasic  Poods,  Inc.,  located  in  Bridgeport, 
Imlay  City  and  Memphis,  Michigan,  to 
points  in  Mississippi,  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  the  named  origin  points 
and  destined  to  the  named  destination 
points,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Vlasic  Foods,  Inc.,  Ernest  P.  Szwarc, 
Transportation  Mgr.,  P.O.  Box  757,  De¬ 
troit,  Mich.  48232.  Send  protests  to: 
Marie  Spillars,  Transportation  Assist¬ 
ant,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  Room  240,  Old 
P.O.  Bldg.,  215  N.W.  Third,  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla.  73102. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  341TA) ,  filed 
May  7,  1975.  Applicant:  ERICKSON 
TRANSPORT  CORPORATION,  2105 
East  Dale  Street,  P.O.  Box  3180,  Spring- 
field,  Mo.  65804.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  B.  B.  Whitehead  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Wine,  wine  products,  and  wine  by-prod¬ 
ucts,  in  bulk,  from  points  in  Altus,  Ark., 
to  points  in  Brookl3m,  Hammondsport, 
Hudson,  Highland,  Hudson  Falls,  Marl¬ 
boro,  Naples,  N.Y.;  Buchanan,  Harbert, 
Hartford,  Lawton,  Paw  Paw,  St.  Joseph, 
Mich.,  for  180  days.  Supi>orting  shipper: 
Wiederkehr  Wine  Cellars,  Inc.,  Altus, 
Ark.  72821.  Send  protests  to:  John  V. 
Barry,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  600  Federal  Bldg.,  911  Walnut 
Street,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64106. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  233TA),  filed 
May  8, 1975.  Applicant:  DART  TRANSIT 
COMPANY,  780  N.  Prior  Ave.,  St.  Paul, 
Minn.  55104.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Michael  P.  Zell  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Wearing  apparel  (on  hangers)  in  spe¬ 
cially  equipped  trailers,  and  products 
dealt  in  by  retail  and  wholesale  depart¬ 
ment  stores,  when  moving  therewith 
from  Secaucus  and  Jersey  City,  N.J.,  and 
Boston,  Mass.,  to  points  in  Minneapolis, 
Minn.,  restricted  to  traffic  originating 
at  and  destined  to  the  named  origins  and 
destinations,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipp>ers:  Dayton’s,  700  on  the  Mall, 
Minneapolis,  Minn.  55402.  Northern 
(Targo  Association,  501  N.  2nd  St.,  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minn.  55401.  Send  protests  to: 
Rasunond  T.  Jones,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 


reau  of  Operations,  414  Federal  Bldg.,  & 
U.S.  Court  House,  110  S.  4th  St.,  Minne¬ 
apolis,  Minn.  55401. 

No.  MC  115994  (Sub-No.  12TA),  filed 
May  8,  1975.  Applicant:  FIDEHAK 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  Lafayette  St.,  R.D.  2, 
Tamaqua,  Pa.  18252.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative  :  Paul  B.  Kemmerer,  1620  North 
19th  St.,  Allentown,  Pa.  18104.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Spent  or  junk  electric  stor¬ 
age  batteries,  from  t>oints  in  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Rhode  Island,  Connecticut,  New 
York,  New  Jersey,  Delaware,  Maryland, 
the  District  of  Coliunbia,  Ohio,  and  West 
Virginia,  to  points  in  Nesquehoning,  Pa., 
for  90  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Tonolli 
Corp.,  R.D.  1.  Nesquehoning,  Pa.  18240. 
Send  protests  to:  Paul  J.  Kenworthy, 
District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
314  U.S.  P.O.  Bldg.,  Scranton.  Pa.  18503. 

No.  MC  119295  (Sub-No.  7TA),  filed 
May  9.  1975.  Applicant:  RAY  E.  CAGLE, 
doing  business  as  CAGLE  BROS.,  845 
S.  59th  Ave.,  Phoenix,  Ariz.  85031.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  W.  Francis  Wilson, 
Suite  2,  Luhrs  Bldg.,  Phoenix,  Ariz.  85003. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Lumber 
products  from  points  in  Washington, 
Oregon,  and  California  to  points  in  Ari¬ 
zona;  (2)  Lumber  products,  from  points 
in  Arizona  to  points  in  California,  Ore¬ 
gon.  and  Washington;  (3)  Lumber  and 
lumber  products,  from  points  in  Arizona, 
to  points  in  New  Mexico;  (4)  Lumber  and 
lumber  products,  from  points  in  New 
Mexico  to  points  in  Arizona;  (5)  Chem¬ 
ical  fire  retardants,  from  points  in  Ari¬ 
zona  to  points  in  New  Mexico;  (6)  Chem¬ 
ical  fire  retardants,  from  points  in  New 
Mexico  to  points  in  Arizona,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shippers:  Chemonics  Indus¬ 
tries,  P.O.  Box  21568,  Phoenix,  Ariz. 
85036.  Spellman  Hardwoods,  Inc.,  2865 
Grand  Ave.,  Phoenix,  Ariz.  85107.  Se¬ 
quoia  Supply  Inc.,  1838  N.  23rd  Ave., 
Phoenix,  Ariz.  85009.  Send  protests  to: 
Andrew  V.  Baylor,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Room 
3427,  Federal  Bldg.,  Phoenix,  Ariz.  85025; 

No.  MC  123361  (Sub-No.  ITA),  filed 
May  7,  1975.  Applicant:  CANTWELL 
MOTOR  SERVICE,  INC.,  1718  Pontiac 
Road,  East  St.  Louis,  HI.  62203.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Ernest  A.  Brooks, 
n,  1301  Ambassador  Bldg.,  St.  Louis,  Mo. 
63101.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  meat  by-products,  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses,  as  described  in  Appendix  I  to 
the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Car¬ 
rier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766, 
in  peddle  delivery  service,  between  points 
in  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  on  the  one  hand,  and 
on  the  other,  points  in  Vigo,  Sullivan, 
Knox,  Gobson,  Posey,  and  Vanderburgh 
Counties,  Ind.;  Peoria,  Woodford,  Taze¬ 
well,  and  McLean  Counties,  Ill.,  and 
points  in  Illinois  on  and  south  of  U.S. 
Highway  136,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shippers:  Regina  D.  Kane,  Traffic  Man¬ 
ager,  Krey  Packing  Co.,  Inc.,  3607  N.  Flo¬ 
rissant,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  63107.  B.  G.  Gray, 
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Vice-President,  Gilt  Edge,  Inc.,  314  S. 
21st  St.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  63103.  James  E. 
Sweeney,  Traffic  Asst.,  Mgr.,  Mor  Meat 
Co.,  Inc.,  3000  North  9th  St.,  St.  Louis, 
Mo.  63147.  Joe  D.  Serati,  Manager,  Dinz- 
ler  Meat  Company,  3945  Dr.  M.  L.  King 
Drive,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  63113.  Send  protests 
to:  Harold  C.  Jolliff,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  P.O. 
Box  2418,  Springfield,  HI.  62705. 

No.  MC  123885  (Sub-No.  19TA> ,  filed 
May  8,  1975.  Applicant:  C  &  R  TRANS¬ 
FER  CO.,  P.O.  Box  1010,  Rapid  City,  S. 
Dak.  57701.  Applicant’s  representative: 
James  W.  Olson.  821  Columbus  St., 
Rapid  City,  S.  Dak.  57701.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Cool  and  coal  by-products, 
from  points  in  Wyoming  to  points  in 
Rapid  City,  S.  Dak.,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  South  Dakota  State 
Cement  Plant,  P.O.  Box  360,  Rapid  City, 
S.  Dak.  57701.  Send  protests  to:  J.  L. 
Hammond.  District  Supervisor,  Bureau 
of  Operations,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Room  369,  Federal  Bldg., 
Pierre.  S.  Dak.  57501. 

No.  MC  124230  (Sub-No.  20TA).  filed 
May  9,  1975.  Applicant:  C.  B.  JOHNSON. 
INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  S,  Cortez,  Colo.  81321. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Leslie  R. 
Kehl,  Esq.,  Suite  1600  Lincoln  Center 
Bldg.,  1660  Lincoln  Street,  Denver,  Colo. 
80203.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ores  and 
concentrates,  in  bulk,  (1)  from  points  in 
Piute  County.  Utsth  to  points  in  San 
Miguel  County,  Colo.,  and  (2)  from 
points  in  San  Miguel  Ooimty,  Colo.,  to 
points  in  East  Helena,  Mont.,  for  150 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Idarado  Min¬ 
ing  Company,  Ouray,  Colo.  81427.  Send 
protests  to:  Herbert  C.  Ruoff,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  1961  Stout  St.,  2022  Federal 
Bldg.,  Denver,  Colo.  80202. 

No.  MC  134599  (Sub-No.  123TA).  filed 
May  2,  1975.  Applicant:  INTERSTATE 
CONTRACT  CARRIER  CORPORA¬ 
TION,  P.O.  Box  748,  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah  84110.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Richard  A.  Peterson,  P.O.  Box  81849, 
Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Paper  and  paper  products,  from 
points  in  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  to  points  in 
Colorado,  Utah,  Washington,  Oregon, 
New  Mexico,  Arizona,  and  California, 
under  a  continuing  contract  with  Scott 
Paper  Company,  for  180  days.  Support¬ 
ing  shipper:  Beveridge  Paper  Company 
(Division  of  Scott  Paper  Company),  717 
West  Washington  St.,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 
46204.  Send  protests  to:  Lyle  D.  Heifer, 
District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
5301  Federal  Bldg.,  125  South  State  St., 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84138. 

No.  MC  135713  (Sub-No.  4TA),  filed 
May  8,  1975.  Applicant:  AFTIO-URBAN 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  1167  At¬ 


lantic  Ave.,  Bro(*lyn,  N.Y.  11216.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Bert  Collins,  Suite 
6193,  5  World  Trade  Center,  New  York, 
N.Y.  10048.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Salt 
and  salt  products,  except  in  bulk,  for  the 
accoimt  of  Diamond  Crystal  Salt  Com¬ 
pany,  from  points  in  St.  Clair,  Mich.,  to 
points  in  the  New  York,  N.Y.  Commercial 
Zone;  points  on  Long  Island,  N.Y.;  and 
those  points  in  Bergen,  Essex,  Hudson, 
Hunterdon,  Middlesex,  Sommerset,  and 
Union  Counties,  N.J.;  and  Springfield, 
Mass.,  for  180  days.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  Diamond  Cb-ystal  Salt  Company, 
916  South  Riverside  Ave.,  St.  Clair, 
Mich.  48079.  Send  protests  to:  Marvin 
Kami>el,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  26  Federal  Plaza, 
New  York.  N.Y.  10007. 

No.  MC  136273  (Sub-No.  4TA),  filed 
May  9,  1975.  Applicant:  KENNETH  G. 
MAY  AND  ORVILLE  L.  HOWARD,  do¬ 
ing  business  as  CORONADO  'TRUCK¬ 
ING  CO.,  307  Old  Coimty  Road,  Edge- 
water,  Fla.  32032.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  William  J.  Monheim,  15492  Whit¬ 
tier  Blvd.,  P.O.  Box  1756,  Whittier,  Calif. 
90609.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pottery, 
from  points  in  Chula  Vista,  Corona,  La 
Verne,  and  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  and 
Marshall,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Daytona 
Beach,  Fla.,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Tony’s  Pottery,  Inc.,  President, 
P.O.  Box  1743,  1231  S.  Ridgewood  Ave., 
Daytona  Beach,  Fla.  32014.  Send  protests 
to:  G.  H.  Fauss,  Jr.,  District  Supervisor, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Box  35008,  400  West 
Bay  St.,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  32202. 

No.  MC  136987  (Sub-No,  IITA),  filed 
May  5,  1975.  Applicant:  REMING’TON 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  315, 
U.S.  Hwy.  24  West,  Remington,  Ind. 
4977.  Applicant’s  representative:  James 
Robert  Evans,  145  West  Wisconsin  Ave., 
Neenah,  Wis.  59456.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Soya  flour  and  soya  flour  products, 
from  points  in  Remington,  Ind.,  to  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii) ,  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  Griffith  Food  Products,  a 
subsidiary  of  Griffith  Laboratories,  Inc., 
Chicago,  HI.,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Griffith  Laboratories,  Inc.,  do¬ 
ing  business  as  Griffith  Pood  Products, 
1415  W.  37th  St.,  Chicago,  HI.  60609. 
Send  protests  to:  J.  H.  Gray,  District 
Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  345  West 
Wayne  St.,  Room  204,  Port  Wayne,  Ind. 
46802. 

No.  MC  140029  (Sub-No.  5TA),  filed 
May  9,  1975.  Applicant:  CLIFPORD  H. 
HALL,  INC.,  Pearl  Street.  Bliss.  N.Y. 
14024.  Applicant’s  representative:  Wil¬ 
liam  J.  Hirsch,  Esq.,  I^te  1125,  43  Court 
St.,  Buffalo,  N.Y.  14202.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 


ing:  Liquid  feed  and  feed  ingredients, 
from  the  Town  of  Arcade  (Wyoming 
County,  N.Y.),  to  all  points  in  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Delaware,  Maine,  Maryland,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
Island,  Vermont,  and  Virginia,  and  re¬ 
turned  shipments  in  return,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Ruminant  Nitrogen 
Products  Compwiny,  770  Riverside  Drive, 
Adrian.  Mich.  49221.  Send  protests  to: 
George  M.  Paricer,  District  Supervisor, 
Bureau  of  Operations.  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  612  Federal  Bldg., 
Ill  West  Huron  St.,  Buffalo.  N.Y.  14202. 

No.  MC  140538  (Sub-No.  3TA),  filed 
May  9,  1975.  Applicant:  LESLIE  NOR¬ 
MAN  FTIED,  doing  business  as  NORMAN 
FRED,  RPD  #1,  DeSoto,  HI.  62924.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  John  G.  Gilbert, 
231  W.  Main.  P.O.  Box  1058,  CTarbondale, 
HI.  62901.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dairy 
products,  ice  cream  mix,  cottage  cheese, 
ice  cream,  milk  powder  and  milk  sub¬ 
stitutes,  for  the  account  of  Prairie  Farms 
Dairy,  Inc.,  over  irregular  routes,  be¬ 
tween  Carbondale,  HI.,  and  points  in 
Dunklin  County,  Mo.,  and  points  in 
Green,  Craighead,  and  Mississippi  Coun¬ 
ties,  Arkansas,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Harold  Hauter,  Comptroller, 
Pairie  Farms  Dairy,  Inc.,  1100  N.  Broad¬ 
way.  Carlinville,  HI.  62626.  Send  protests 
to:  Harold  C.  Jolliff,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  P.O. 
Box  2418,  Springfield,  HI.  62705. 

No.  MC  140844  (Sub-No.  ITA),  filed 
April  29,  1975.  Applicant:  TERRY  L. 
PRIEST,  Box  188,  New  Florence,  Pa. 
15944.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
A.  Pillar,  1122  Frick  Bldg.,  Pittsburgh, 
Pa.  15219.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Malt  bev¬ 
erages  (except  in  bulk)  and  related  ad¬ 
vertising  material,  (1)  from  points  in 
Cleveland,  Ohio,  to  the  Boroughs  of  Cly- 
mer  and  Indiana,  Indiana  County,  Pa., 
the  Boroughs  of  East  Vandergrift  and 
Bolivar,  Westmoreland  County,  Pa.,  and 
the  Township  of  Somerset,  Somerset 
County,  Pa.,  and  empty  malt  beverage 
containers  on  return,  under  a  continuing 
contract  or  contracts  with  (1)  Paul  and 
Dominic  LaMantia  t/a  LaMantia  Beer 
Distributors:  (2)  George  J.  Paytash  and 
Elsie  Paytash  t/d/b/a  Clymer  Beverage 
Company;  (3)  Bertha T. Dellafiora d/b/a 
National  Beer  Sales;  (4)  Chester  Rukas 
and  Irene  Rukas  d/b/a  Rukas  Beverage 
Distributing  Company;  and  (5)  Joseph 
and  Josephine  Picadlo  d/b/a  Plcadio 
Beer  Distributors:  (2)  from  points  in 
Winston-Salem,  N.C.,  to  the  Borough  of 
Blairsville,  Indiana  County,  Pa.,  and 
empty  malt  beverage  containers  on  re¬ 
turn,  imder  a  continuing  contract  with 
Frances  L.  LaMantia  d/b/a  F.  L.  LaMan¬ 
tia  Beer  Distributor,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shippers:  Paul  and  Dominic  La¬ 
Mantia  t/a  LaMantia  Beer  Distributors, 
609-611  Washington  St.,  Bolivar,  Pa. 
15923.  Bertha  T.  Dellafiora  d/b/a  Na- 
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tlonal  Beer  Sales,  471  Water  St..  Indiana, 
Pa.  15701.  Chester  Rukas  and  Irene  Ru- 
kas  d/b/a  Rukas  Beverage  Distributing 
Company,  701  McKinley  Avenue,  East 
Vandergrlft,  Pa.  15629.  Joseph  Picadio 
and  Josephine  Picadio  d/b/a  Plc.adio 
Beer  Distributors,  R.D.  #6,  Route  31, 
Somerset,  Pa.  15501.  George  J.  Paytash 
and  Elsie  Paytash,  t/d/b/a  Clymer  Bev¬ 
erage  Company,  81  Sherman  St.,  Cl3uner, 
Pa.  15728.  Frances  L.  LaMantia  d/b/a 
P.  L.  LaMantia  Beer  Distributor.  42  W. 
Ranson  Ave.,  Blairsville,  Pa.  15717. 

No.  MC  140854  (Sub-No.  1TA>,  filed 
May  5,  1975.  Applicant:  MICHAEL 
TARANTINO,  doing  business  as  M. 
TARANTINO  TRUCKING.  P.O.  Box  602, 
Bound  Brook,  N.J.  08805.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  George  A.  Olsen,  69  Tonnele 
Avenue,  Jersey  City,  N.J.  07306.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  sis  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Soap,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  points  in  Middlesex  Coimty,  N.J., 
to  the  facilities  of  Lehigh  Valley  RR.  Co., 
at  Middlesex,  N.J.,  restricted  to  ship¬ 
ments  having  subsequent  movement  by 
railroad,  for  180  days.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  The  Mlranel  Chemical  Company, 
Inc.,  660  Stuyvesant  Ave.,  Irvington,  N.J. 
07111.  Send  protests  to:  Robert  S.  H. 
Vance,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  9  Clinton  St.,  Newark,  N.J. 
07102. 

No.  MC  140884  (Sub-No.  ITA),  filed 
May  9,  1975.  AppUcant:  PAUL  SWENG- 
LI8H,  R.D.  #4,  Box  611,  Uniontown,  Pa. 
15401.  Applicant’s  representative:  Wil¬ 


liam  A.  Gray,  Grant  Bldg.,  Pittsburgh, 
Pa.  15219.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Scrap  metals,  (Shipper  advises  that  spe¬ 
cial  equipment  such  as  A-Frame,  winch 
or  hydraulic  boom  is  needed  to  handle 
larger  sections  of  scrap  metal.  Shipper 
also  advises  that  because  of  the  nature 
of  the  commodities,  carrier  must  do  cut¬ 
ting  with  acetylene  torch  in  certain  situ¬ 
ations  in  order  to  insure  proper  load¬ 
ing),  from  points  in  Morgantown,  Fair¬ 
mont,  Barrackville,  Idamay  and  Clarks¬ 
burg,  W.  Va.,  to  points  in  Monongahela, 
Glassport,  Elizabeth,  and  Pittsburgh, 
Pa.,  under  a  continuing  contract  or  con¬ 
tracts  with  Edward  Fields  &  Company 
of  Morgantown,  W.  Va.,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Edward  Fields  & 
Company,  P.O.  Box  737,  Morgantown, 
W.  Va. -26505.  Send  protests  to:  Joseph 
A.  Niggemyer,  District  Supervisor,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  416  Old  Post  Office  Bldg., 
Wheeling,  W.  Va.  25003. 

No.  MC  140888  (Sub-No.  ITA),  filed 
May  7,  1975.  Applicant:  CONTAINER 
SERVICE  (NIAGARA  REGION)  LTD., 
Box  26,  Wellandport,  Ontario,  Canada. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  D. 
Gunderman,  Suite  710,  Statler  Hilton, 
Buffalo,  N.Y.  14202.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dry  fertilizer,  in  bags,  and  in  bulk, 
for  the  account  of  Skj^ay  Fertilizers 
Ltd.,  of  Smithville,  Ontario,  Canada, 
from  ports  of  entry  on  the  International 
Boundary  line  between  the  United  States 


and  Canada  located  on  the  Niagara  River 
to  points  in  the  New  York  counties  of 
Allegany,  Cattaraugus,  Chautauqua, 
Erie,  Genesee,  Livingston,  Monroe,  Ni¬ 
agara,  Ontario,  Orleans.  Steuben. 
Wayne,  Wyoming,  Yates,  and  the  City 
of  North  East,  Pa.,  restricted  to  traffic 
moving  in  foreign  commerce,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Skyway  Fer¬ 
tilizers  Limited,  Box  274,  Smithville, 
Ontario,  Canada.  Send  protests  to: 
George  M.  Parker,  District  Supervisor, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Conunission.  612  Federal  Building. 
Ill  West  Huron  Street,  Buffalo,  N.Y 
14202. 

No.  MC  140927  (Sub-No.  ITA),  filed 
May  5,  1975.  Applicant:  FREDERICK  J. 
CAREY,  JR.,  doing  business  as  F.  J. 
CAREY,  JR.  TRANS,  35  Brett  Street, 
Brockton,  Mass.  02401.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Frank  J.  Weiner,  Esq.,  15 
Court  Sq.,  Boston,  Mass.  02108.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregiilar 
routes,  transporting:  Scrap  metals,  in 
bulk,  in  dump  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Everett,  Mass.,  to  points  in  Jersey  City, 
N.J.,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Prolerized  Transportation  Systems,  Inc., 
Rover  Street,  Everett,  Mass.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  John  B.  Thomas,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  150  Causeway 
St.,  Boston,  Mass.  02114. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 

Acting  Secretary. 
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